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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court Case No. 43805 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada. 
HONORABLE LYNN G. NORTON 
STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
BOISE, IDAHO 
LAWRENCEG. WASDEN 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
BOISE, IDAHO 
000002
Date: 2/1/2016 Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County User: TCWEGEKE 
Time: 08:35 AM ROA Report 
Page 1 of 5 Case: CR-FE-2015-0007022 Current Judge: Lynn G Norton 
Defendant: Bonilla, Anthony Robert 
State of Idaho vs. Anthony Robert Bonilla 
Date Code User Judge 
5/19/2015 NCRF PRSCHOKF New Case Filed - Felony Magistrate Court Clerk 
PROS PRSCHOKF Prosecutor assigned Ada County Prosecutor Magistrate Court Clerk 
CRCO TCMCCOSL Criminal Complaint Magistrate Court Clerk 
HRSC TCMCCOSL Hearing Scheduled (Video Arraignment James Cawthon 
05/19/2015 01:30 PM) 
ARRN TCWILLKM Hearing result for Video Arraignment scheduled Terry McDaniel 
on 05/19/2015 01 :30 PM: Arraignment/ First 
Appearance 
CHGA TCWILLKM Judge Change: Administrative Daniel L Steckel 
ORPD TCWILLKM Order Appointing Public Defender Ada County Daniel L Steckel 
Public Defender 
[on the record in open court] 
HRSC TCWILLKM Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 06/02/2015 Daniel L Steckel 
08:30AM) 
BSET TCWILLKM BOND SET: at 200000.00 - (137-2732(a)(1)(A) Daniel L Steckel 
{F} Controlled Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, 
or Possess with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver) 
NHPD MAWOODDW Notice & Order Of Hearing/appointment Of Pd Daniel L Steckel 
5/20/2015 MFBR TCWRIGSA Motion For Bond Reduction Daniel L Steckel 
NOHG TCWRIGSA Notice Of Hearing Daniel L Steckel 
5/26/2015 RSDS TCCHRIKE State/City Response to Discovery / Supplemental Daniel L Steckel 
6/2/2015 CONT TCHOCA Continued (Preliminary 06/17/2015 08:30 AM) Daniel L Steckel 
MFBR TCHOCA Motion For Bond Reduction/Denied Daniel L Steckel 
AMCO TCHOCA Amended Complaint Filed Daniel L Steckel 
REDU TCHOCA Charge Reduced Or Amended (137-2732(c)(3) Daniel L Steckel 
{M} Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
MMNH TCHOCA Magistrate Minutes & Notice of Hearing Daniel L Steckel 
6/17/2015 PHHD TCHOCA Hearing result for Preliminary scheduled on Daniel L Steckel 
06/17/2015 08:30 AM: Preliminary Hearing Held 
CHGB TCHOCA Change Assigned Judge: Bind Over Daniel L Steckel 
HRSC TCHOCA Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 06/25/2015 Daniel L Steckel 
09:00 AM) 
COMT TCHOCA Commitment Daniel L Steckel 
MMNH TCHOCA Magistrate Minutes & Notice of Hearing Daniel L Steckel 
6/19/2015 INFO TCOLSOMC Information Lynn G Norton 
6/22/2015 PROS PRCURTAH Prosecutor assigned James E Vogt Lynn G Norton 
6/23/2015 MOTN TCCHRIKE Motion for Preliminary Hearing Transcript Lynn G Norton 
6/25/2015 DCAR DCKORSJP Hearing result for Arraignment scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
06/25/2015 09:00 AM: District Court 
Arraignment- Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Pages: Less than 100 
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Date: 2/1/2016 
Time: 08:35 AM 
Page 2 of 5 
Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-FE-2015-0007022 Current Judge: Lynn G Norton 
Defendant: Bonilla, Anthony Robert 
User: TCWEGEKE 
State of Idaho vs. Anthony Robert Bonilla 
Date 
6/25/2015 
6/26/2015 
6/30/2015 
7/2/2015 
7/7/2015 
7/16/2015 
Code 
HRSC 
ORDR 
NOPT 
DCHH 
HRSC 
BSET 
TRAN 
DCHH 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
PLEA 
PLEA 
PLEA 
PLEA 
PLEA 
PLEA 
PLEA 
User 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
TCCHRIKE 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
TCCHRIKE 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
Judge 
Hearing Scheduled (Entry of Plea 07/02/2015 Lynn G Norton 
09:00AM) 
Order for Preliminary Hearing Transcript 
Notice of Preparation of Preliminary Hearing 
Transcript 
Lynn G Norton 
Lynn G Norton 
Hearing result for Entry of Plea scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
07/02/2015 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing Scheduled (Entry of Plea 07/16/2015 Lynn G Norton 
09:00AM) 
BOND SET: at 90000.00 
Transcript Filed 
Lynn G Norton 
Lynn G Norton 
Hearing result for Entry of Plea scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
07/16/2015 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/23/2015 09:00 Lynn G Norton 
AM) for Bond Reduction 
Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 
09/17/2015 09:00 AM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 
10/01/2015 09:00 AM) 
Lynn G Norton 
Lynn G Norton 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 10/13/2015 08:30 Lynn G Norton 
AM) 2 days 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG Lynn G Norton 
(137-2732(a)(1)(A) {F} Controlled 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess 
with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (137-2732(c)(1) Lynn G Norton 
{F} Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (118-3316(1) Lynn G Norton 
Weapon-Unlawful Possession by Convicted 
Felon) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (137-2732(c)(3) Lynn G Norton 
{M} Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (137-2732(c)(3) Lynn G Norton 
{M} Controlled Substance-Possession of) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (154-1732(3)(c) Lynn G Norton 
Pharmacy-Possession or Use of a Legend Drug 
or Precursor Without Authorized 
Prescription/Drug Order) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (137-2734A(1) Lynn G Norton 
Drug Paraphernalia-Use or Possess With Intent 
to Use) 
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Date: 2/1/2016 Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County User: TCWEGEKE 
Time: 08:35 AM ROA Report 
Page 3 of 5 Case: CR-FE-2015-0007022 Current Judge: Lynn G Norton 
Defendant: Bonilla, Anthony Robert 
State of Idaho vs. Anthony Robert Bonilla 
Date Code - User Judge 
7/16/2015 NJTO DCKORSJP Notice Of Jury Trial And Scheduling Order Lynn G Norton 
7/23/2015 DCHH DCKORSJP Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
07/23/2015 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 for Bond Reduction 
8/20/2015 MOTS TCCHRIKE Motion to Suppress Lynn G Norton 
BREF TCCHRIKE Defendant's Brief in Support of Motion to Lynn G Norton 
Suppress 
8/21/2015 MOTN TCCHRIKE Addendum in Support of Defendant's Motion to Lynn G Norton 
Suppress 
9/1/2015 RSDS TCCHRIKE State/City Response to Discovery Lynn G Norton 
RQDS TCCHRIKE State/City Request for Discovery Lynn G Norton 
9/4/2015 NOHG TCSHANAA Notice Of Hearing (9.17.15 @ 9A) Lynn G Norton 
MOCN TCKEENMM Motion To Continue Lynn G Norton 
9/15/2015 OBJE TCCHRIKE Objection to Defendant's Motion to Suppress Lynn G Norton 
Evidence 
9/17/2015 DCHH DCKORSJP Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled Lynn G Norton 
on 09/17/2015 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
HRVC DCKORSJP Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled Lynn G Norton 
on 10/01/2015 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 
HRVC DCKORSJP Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
10/13/2015 08:30 AM: Hearing Vacated 2 days 
HRSC DCKORSJP Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Lynn G Norton 
10/08/2015 11 :00 AM) and Motion to Suppress 
HRSC DCKORSJP Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 11/02/2015 08:30 Lynn G Norton 
AM) 2 days 
NJTO DCKORSJP Amended Notice Of Jury Trial And Scheduling Lynn G Norton 
Order 
10/8/2015 DCHH DCKORSJP Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled Lynn G Norton 
on 10/08/2015 11 :00 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: and Motion to Suppress Less than 
100 
HRSC DCKORSJP Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Lynn G Norton 
10/22/2015 11 :00 AM) 
MISC DCKORSJP State's Proposed Jury Instruction Lynn G Norton 
MISC DCKORSJP State's List of Potential Trial Witnesses Lynn G Norton 
MISC DCKORSJP State's Exhibit List Lynn G Norton 
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Date: 2/1/2016 
Time: 08:35 AM 
Page 4 of 5 
Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-FE-2015-0007022 Current Judge: Lynn G Norton 
Defendant: Bonilla, Anthony Robert 
User: TCWEGEKE 
State of Idaho vs. Anthony Robert Bonilla 
Date 
10/13/2015 
10/22/2015 
12/10/2015 
Code 
DEOP 
DCHH 
PLEA 
DISM 
PLEA 
DISM 
DISM 
DISM 
DISM 
HRVC 
HRSC 
GPA 
PSl01 
STIP 
DCHH 
FIGT 
User 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
DCKORSJP 
Judge 
Memorandum Decision and Order Denying Lynn G Norton 
Motion to Suppress 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled Lynn G Norton 
on 10/22/2015 11 :OO AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
A Plea is entered for charge: - GT Lynn G Norton 
(137-2732(a)(1 )(A) {F} Controlled 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess 
with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver) 
Dismissed on Motion of the Prosecutor Lynn G Norton 
(137-2732(c)(1) {F} Controlled 
Substance-Possession of) 
A Plea is entered for charge: - GT (118-3316(1) Lynn G Norton 
Weapon-Unlawful Possession by Convicted 
Felon) 
Dismissed on Motion of the Prosecutor Lynn G Norton 
(137-2732(c)(3) {M} Controlled 
Substance-Possession of) 
Dismissed on Motion of the Prosecutor Lynn G Norton 
(137-2732(c)(3) {M} Controlled 
Substance-Possession of) 
Dismissed on Motion of the Prosecutor Lynn G Norton 
(154-1732(3)(c) Pharmacy-Possession or Use of a 
Legend Drug or Precursor Without Authorized 
Prescription/Drug Order) 
Dismissed on Motion of the Prosecutor Lynn G Norton 
(137-2734A(1) Drug Paraphernalia-Use or 
Possess With Intent to Use) 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
11/02/2015 08:30 AM: Hearing Vacated 2 days 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 12/10/2015 Lynn G Norton 
10:00 AM) 
Guilty Plea Advisory Lynn G Norton 
Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered Lynn G Norton 
Stipulation to Enter Conditional Plea of Guilty Lynn G Norton 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on Lynn G Norton 
12/10/201510:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Penny Tardiff 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
Finding of Guilty (137-2732(a)(1)(A) {F} Controlled Lynn G Norton 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess 
with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver) 
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Date: 2/1/2016 Fourth Judicial District Court - Ada County User: TCWEGEKE 
Time: 08:35 AM ROA Report 
Page 5 of 5 Case: CR-FE-2015-0007022 Current Judge: Lynn G Norton 
Defendant: Bonilla, Anthony Robert 
State of Idaho vs. Anthony Robert Bonilla 
Date Code User Judge 
12/10/2015 JAIL DCKORSJP Sentenced to Jail or Detention (137-2732(a)(1 )(A) Lynn G Norton 
{F} Controlled Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, 
or Possess with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver) 
Confinement terms: Credited time: 207 days. 
Penitentiary determinate: 2 years. Penitentiary 
indeterminate: 8 years. 
CONC· DCKORSJP Concurrent Sentencing (137-2732(a)(1 )(A) {F} Lynn G Norton 
Controlled Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or 
Possess with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver) 
Concurrent with: Count Ill 
SNPF DCKORSJP Sentenced To Pay Fine 1285.50 charge: Lynn G Norton 
137-2732(a)(1)(A) {F} Controlled 
Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess 
with Intent to Manufacture or Deliver 
FIGT DCKORSJP Finding of Guilty (118-3316(1) Weapon-Unlawful Lynn G Norton 
Possession by Convicted Felon) 
JAIL DCKORSJP Sentenced to Jail or Detention (118-3316(1) Lynn G Norton 
Weapon-Unlawful .Possession by Convicted 
Felon) Confinement terms: Penitentiary 
determinate: 2 years. Penitentiary indeterminate: 
3 years. 
CONC DCKORSJP Concurrent Sentencing (118-3316(1) Lynn G Norton 
Weapon-Unlawful Possession by Convicted 
Felon) Concurrent with: Count I 
STAT DCKORSJP STATUS CHANGED: closed pending clerk action Lynn G Norton 
SNPF DCKORSJP Sentenced To Pay Fine 245.50 charge: Lynn G Norton 
118-3316(1) Weapon-Unlawful Possession by 
Convicted Felon 
RESR DCKORSJP Restitution Recommended by the Prosecutor's Lynn G Norton 
office. 957.00 victim# 1 
RESR, DCKORSJP Restitution Recommended by the Prosecutor's Lynn G Norton 
office. 195.00 victim# 2 
RESR DCKORSJP Restitution Recommended by the Prosecutor's Lynn G Norton 
office. 400.00 victim# 3 
12/14/2015 JDMT DCABBOSM Judgment & Commitment Lynn G Norton 
ORDR DCABBOSM Order for Restitution Lynn G Norton 
NOTA TCFRIECT NOTICE OF APPEAL Lynn G Norton 
APSC. TCFRIECT Appealed To The Supreme Court Lynn G Norton 
MORE TCKEENMM Motion For Reconsideration of Sentence Lynn G Norton 
12/18/2015 ORDR DCKORSJP Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender Lynn G Norton 
OPPO TCOLSOMC State's Opposition to Defendant's Motion for Lynn G Norton 
Reconsideration of Sentence, ICR 35 
2/1/2016 NOTC TCWEGEKE Notice of Transcript Lodged - Supreme Court No. Lynn G Norton 
43805 
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.. ..... 
• 
DR# 15-510777 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Kari L. Higbee 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
• 
~.~. I(',, 5] FILED P.M ___ _ 
MAY 1 9 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By STORMY McCORMACK 
D=PUTY 
IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF TIIE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
TIIE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TIIE STA TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
COMPLAINT 
Bonilla's DOB
Bonilla's SSN:
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this '~y of May 2015, Kari L. Higbee, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, who, being first 
duly sworn, complains and says: that ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 
18th day of May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did commit the crimes of: I. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER, 
FELONY, LC. §37-2732(a) II. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, 
FELONY, LC. §37-2732(c) III. UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM, 
FELONY, LC. §18-3316 IV. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, 
COMPLAINT (BONILLA), Page 1 
000008
• • 
MISDEMEANOR, I.C. §37-2732(c) and V. POSSESSION OF DRUG 
PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §37-2734A as follows: 
COUNT! 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine and/or Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled 
substance with the intent to deliver the aforementioned controlled substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Hydrocodone, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
COUNT III 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess a firearm, to-wit: a shotgun, 
knowing that he has been convicted of Burglary in California in 2003, a felony crime. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COUNTY 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use drug 
paraphernalia, to-wit: plastic baggies and/or a digital scale, used to contain and/or analyze a 
controlled substance. 
COMPLAINT (BONILLA), Page 2 
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'\ .... 
• • 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case and 
against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecutor 
SUBSCRIBED AND Sworn to before me this\C\ day of May 2015. 
COMPLAINT (BONILLA), Page 3 
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• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY, MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
PROBABLE CAUSE FORM 
CASE NO. ___ £2 __-r:-,,__,,--/ ....... 5 ..._-"""'"""Q_Jt;...._W, ___ STATE OF IDAHO 
DATE 05 / 19 / 
CASE ID SWAIN 
COURTROOM 204 
2015 TIME 10:45 
BEG. //) 641/i 
END //) 57'/7 
COMPLAINING WITNESS ________ _ INTOX 
JUDGE 
0 BERECZ 
0 BIETER 
0 CAWTHON 
0 COMSTOCK 
0 ELLIS 
0 FORTIER 
0 GARDUNIA 
0 HARRIGFELD 
0 HAWLEY 
Cl HICKS 
0 KIBODEAUX 
o ________ _ 
o ________ _ 
COMMENTS 
0 MacGREGOR-IRBY 
0 MANWEILER 
0 McDANIEL 
0 MINDER 
0 OTHS 
0 REARDON 
0 SCHMIDT 
0 STECKEL 
• SWAIN 
0 WATKINS 
STATUS 
~~~~~~:ORN 1/}p l)o.(}/s 
~ COMPLAINT SIG~ED 
0 AMENDED COMPLAINT SIGNED 
0 AFFIDAVIT SIGNED 
0 JUDICIAL NOTICE TAKEN 
0 NOPCFOUND ______ __ 
0 EXONERATE BOND 
------
0 SUMMONS TO BE ISSUED 
0 WARRANT ISSUED 
0 BOND SET $ _______ _ 
0 NOCONTACT 
DR# __________ ~ 
0 MOTION TO REVOKE OR INCREASE 
BOND FOR NON-COMPLIANCE W/PT 
RELEASE CONDITIONS 
0 SET HEARING AT AR DATE ON 
MOTION TO REVOKE OR INCREASE BOND 
0 DISMISS CASE 
~NCUSTODY 
0 AGENTS WARRANT ..... w ..... 1 __ J__ U__ D __ G __ E _________ P __V........;A ..... R __ s__ et __________ _ 
0 OUT OF COUNTY -RULE 5(B) __________ c __ o .... u ........ N ..... TY ______ B_..0 ........ N___ D__ S ____ _ 
0 FUGITIVE___,_(S .... T ....... AT ........ E..._) _____________________ _ 
0 MOTION & ORDER TO CONSOLIDATE W/ ___________________ _ 
PROBABLE CAUSE FORM [REV 6/14] 
000011
.-------------------------------~-
• 
ADA COUNTY MAGISTRATE MINUTES 
Anthony Robert Bonilla CR-FE-2015-0007022 DOB: 
Scheduled Event: Video Arraignment Tuesday, May 19, 2015 01:30 PM 
Judge: James Cawthon Clerk: l,C. /r;.J Interpreter:~----,------
Pros: :\(o 5-\cc:k_o.J Prosecuting Agency:'j.._AC BC EA GC MC 
PD/ Attorney: C ~ S 5 
• 1 137-2732(a)(1)(A) F Controlled Substance-Manufacture or Deliver, or Possess with Intent to 
Manufacture or Deliver F 
• 2137-2732(c)(1) F Controlled Substance-Possession of F 
• 3118-3316(1) Weapon-Unlawful Possession by Convicted Felon F 
• 4137-2732(c)(3) M Controlled Substance-Possession of M 
• 5137-2734A(1) Drug Paraphernalia-Use or Possess With Intent to Use M 
t,. 2.-(pt-{: ~ase Called Defendant: ~ Present Not Present K. In Custody 
-,¥- Advised of Rights __ Waived Rights J PD Appointed __ Waived Attorney 
__ Guilty Plea / PV Admit N/G Plea __ Advise Subsequent Penalty 
X Bond $ '2-C?Q1 ChO ROR __ Pay/ Stay __ Payment Agreement 
• 
In Chambers PT Memo __ Written Guilty Plea No Contact Order 
ptcJun_: 
w/ . ~L 
Finish } Release Defendant tjf lf 
CR-FE-2015-0007022 
000012
FILED 
AM PM -:-:#-=-
Tuesday, May 19, 2 15 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, CLERK OF THE COURT 
BY: __________ _ 
DEPUTY CLERK 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
Anthony Robert Bonilla 
1267 Rockridge St 
Mountain Home. ID 83647 
) 
~ Case No: CR-FE-2015-0007022 
) NOTICE OF APPOINTMENT OF PUBLIC DEFENDER 
~ ~ SETTING CASE FOR HEARING 
y'\_ ""da D Boise D Eagle D Garden City D Meridian 
______ D_e_f_en_d_a_nt_. ----------- ) 
TO: Ada County Public Defender 
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that you are appointed to represent the defendant in this cause, or in the District Court 
until relieved by court order. The case is continued for: 
Preliminary .... Tuesday, June 02, 2015 .... 08:30AM 
Judge: Daniel L Steckel 
BOND AMOUNT:-----
TO: The above named defendant 
The Defendant is: D In Custody D Released on Bail D ROR 
IT HAS BEEN ORDERED BY THIS COURT that the defendant is to contact the Ada County Public Defender's 
Office at 200 W. Front Street, Room 1107, Boise, Idaho 83702. Telephone: (208) 287-7400. If the defendant is unable to 
post bond and obtain his/her release from jail, that the proper authorities allow the defendant to make a phone call to the 
Ada County Public Defender. 
IT HAS BEEN FURTHER ORDERED: That the parties, prior to the pre-trial conference, complete and comply 
with Rule 161.C.R. and THAT THE DEFENDANT BE PERSONALLY PRESENT AT BOTH THE PRE-TRIAL 
CONFERENCE AND/ OR THE JURY TRIAL: FAILURE TO APPEAR AT EITHER THE PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE OR 
THE JURY TRIAL WILL RESULT IN A BENCH WARRANT FOR THE DEFENDANT'S ARREST. 
I hereby certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date 
Defendant: Mailed Hand Delivered _:/, Signature --""'lc:::,,,f-+--+4-f-"'-=--_..;--
Clerk/ date ___ / ___ _ 
Prosecutor: Interdepartmental Mail _J/ Clerk/ date$ 
Public Defender: Interdepartmental Mail ~lerk / date-1o,,,u..,,.,:;.._-.:..-.,,,.'---1,,1,:;.._...q 
Cite Pay Website: https://www.citepayusa.com/payments 
Supreme Court Repository: https://www.idcourts.us 
NOTICE OF APPOINTMENT OF PUBLIC DEFENDER 
000013
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC 'FENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
e 
N0. ___ ___,,,.,...,,,,.. __ "7.....,.a.'-"'.-,=::;~ 
FILED 7;";>.., A.M ____ P.M. _____ _ 
MAY 2 0 2015 
OHftlS'IOPHER D. RICH, (!fork 
~ MIC SHAN!< . 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
COMES NOW, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, the above-named defendant, by and 
through counsel STEVEN A BOTIMER, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves this 
Court for its ORDER reducing bond in the above-entitled matter upon the grounds that the bond 
is so unreasonably high that the defendant, who is an indigent person without funds, cannot post 
such a bond, and for the reason that the defendant has thereby been effectively denied their right 
to bail. 
DATED, Wednesday, May 20, 2015. 
STEVEN A BOTIMER 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on Wednesday, May 20, 2015, I mailed a true and correct 
copy of the within instrument to: 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
Counsel for the State of Idaho 
by placing said same in the Interdepartmental Mail. ~ 
\) MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
000014
e 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
e 
NO. ___ "r:i~-~=-~.--::::::._ 
A.M. ____ Fl..t'~~ ,,.,. -;)J 
MAY 2 0 2015 
OHAIST-OPHER 0. RICH, CfQrk 
~M'CSHANK 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TO: THE STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintiff, and to ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR: 
YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, are hereby notified that the defendant will call for a 
hearing on MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION, now on file in the above-entitled matter, on 
Tuesday, June 02, 2015, at the hour of 08:30 AM, in the courtroom of the above-entitled court, 
or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard. 
DATED, Wednesday, May 20, 2015. 
STEVEN A BOTIMER 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on Wednesday, May 20, 2015, I mailed a true and correct 
copy of the within instrument to: 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
Counsel for the State of Idaho 
by placing said same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
~NOTICE OF HEARING 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Tanner J. Stellmon 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 West Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
--·· 
NO. •••••• --· 
----A..M 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
___________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY 
DISCLOSURE 
TO COURT 
COMES NOW, Tanner J. Stellmon, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney in and for Ada County, 
State of Idaho, and informs the Court that the State has submitted a Supplemental Discovery 
Disclosure. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 2;2, ~ day of May, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Tanner . te mon 
Deputy osecuting Attorney 
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY DISCLOSURE TO COURT (BONILLA) 
000016
DR# 15-510777 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Tanner J. Stellmon 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
:.~~F~ 
----
JUN 02 20t5 
CHRISTOPHER o. RICH Clerk 
8yCINDYHO ' 
DEPUTV 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTII JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TIIB COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
__________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 
Bonilla's DOB:
Bonilla's SSN: 
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this _L day of June, 2015, Tanner J. 
Stellmon, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, who, 
being first duly sworn, complains and says: that ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or 
about the 18th day of May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did commit the 
crimes of: I. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITII TIIB INTENT 
TO DELIVER, FELONY, LC. §37-2732(a) II. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. §37-2732(c) III. UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A 
FIREARM, FELONY, LC. §18-3316 IV. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED 
AMENDED COMPLAINT (BONILLA), Page 1 
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SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §37-2732(c), V. POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §37-2732(c), VI. POSSESSION 
OF A LEGEND DRUG, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §54-1732(3)(c), and VII. POSSESSION 
OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §37-2734A as follows: 
COUNT! 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance with the intent to 
deliver the aforementioned controlled substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Hydrocodone, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
COUNT III 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess a firearm, to-wit: a shotgun, 
knowing that he has been convicted of Burglary in California in 2003, a felony crime. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COUNTY 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Temazepam, a Schedule IV non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a legend drug, to-
wit: Quetiapine, without a prescription. 
AMENDED COMPLAINT (BONILLA), Page 2 
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COUNT VII 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use drug 
paraphernalia, to-wit: plastic baggies and/or a digital scale, used to contain and/or analyze a 
controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case and 
against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecutor 
Tanner J. Stel.L!Jl:n:H..L--' 
Deputy Prose ting Attorney 
SUBSCRIBED AND Sworn to before me thi~day of June, 2015. 
AMENDED COMPLAINT (BONILLA), Page 3 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, 
CLERK O E I TRICT COURT 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PRELIMINARY HEARING NOTICE / MINUTE SHEET 
Case Number: -1-+--~~--1--:J.-'=""'___._GJ.~l,,L_=--_,__-
) Case Called: ~-
~ ~da D Special _....,........:S=..i...Jlo.,!...,,_.,_._./--1,'11.~,__ _ _ 
~ @,rivate cdirtl/2/Z 
Defendant:~resent D Not Presen~n Custody D PD Appointed D Waived Attorney 
D Advised of Rights D Waived Rights D In Chambers D Interpreter--------------
0 Bond$ ~ Pre-Trial Release Order KMotion for Bond Redu~ranted ___ _ 
~entl~@nt Filed D Complaint Amended by lnterlineation )i_ Reading of Complaint Waived 
~tate I Defense/ Mutual Req::u:.:e:.:s.;..t f;.;;o.;..r .;;C.;;.o;.;;nt:.:.:.in.;.;:u:.::a.:..:.nc:.:e:..;--------------------
D State/ Defense Objection/ No Objection to Continuance---------------
~se continued to ~ ~ / 1- / 5 at~ for _ _._~__,,,.~--....,_. ______ _ 
D Defendant Waives Preliminary Hearing D Hearing Held D Commitment Signed 
D Case Bound Over to Judge __________ on _________ at ____ am/pm 
D Case Dismissed after Preliminary Hearing / On State's Motion D Release Defendant, This Case Only 
ADA COUNTY COURTHOUSE, 200 W. FRONT STREET, BOISE, ID 83702 
You must appear as scheduled above. Failure to do so will result in a warrant being issued for your arrest. 
I hereby certify that copies of this notice were served as follows: . ~ ~ 
Defendant: A.Hand Delivered D Via Counsel Signature fN C /A$7J,,f)y . ?:J? 
Defense Atty: D Hand Delivered 
Prosecutor: ~Hand Delivered 
D lntdept Mail 
D lntdept Mail 
By: __ (3_'j/Q __ _ 
Deputy Clerk 
~ PRELIMINARY HEARING NOTICE/ MINUTE SHEET [REV 1-2014] 
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Steckel Ho 061715 Courtroom204 
Time Speaker Note 
1 :59:45 PM (. ' 
2:00:05 PM jcase Called teonilla Anthony Robert FE-2015-0007022 In-Custody for 
1 !Prelim HR 
................................................ t ....................................................... ~ .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. . 
2:00:11 PM \States Attorney \Tanner Stellman 
i ~ 
2:00:12 PM loefense [Steve Botimer 
]Attorney 1 
2:00:53 PM loefense. [Motion to Exclude Witnesses 
/Attorney 1 
2:00:57 PM lJudge [Motion Granted 
2:00:59 PM !states Attorney [Calls SW #1 Officer Will Reimers/Sworn 
1 [ 
2:01 :46 PM toefense !stipulates to officer training and experience for today's hearing 
\Attorney /only 
2:01 :52 PM !states Attorney fox SW #1 
I l 
2:07:06 PM toefense !objection/Speculation 
/Attorney 1 
2:07: 13 PM Jstates Attorney [wm Rephrase 
2:07: 15 PM lJudge tsustained 
2:16:48 PM !Defense [ex SW #1 
/Attorney 1 
2:23:34 PM !Judge [Nothing further witness steps down/Excused 
2:23:38 PM I States Attorney I Calls SW #2 Officer Shane Williams/Sworn 
2:24:26 PM !Defense tstipulates to officer training and experience for today's hearing 
\Attorney 1 only 
2:24:34 PM !states Attorney fox SW #2 
l l 
2:27:18 PM toefense !cxsW#2 
\Attorney 1 
2:29:45 PM JJudge [ Nothing further witness steps down/Excused 
2:29:50 PM :States Attorney [Moves to Admit SE #1 & SE #2 
l l 
2:31 :08 PM toefense !No Objection 
\Attorney 1 
........................................................................................................ ~ ................................................................................................................................................................................................................. .. 
2:31 :24 PM I Judge ISo orders SE #1 & SE #2 Admitted 
2:31 :30 PM f Parties 1Rest · · · .............................................................................. .. 
................................................ f ....................................................... ~ ................................................................................................................................................................................................................. .. 
2:31 :31 PM !States Attorney I Submit closing argument on evidence presented/reserve rebuttal 
i I 
.... 2:31.:4·1 ... PM .. ·toefense ................... '!submit" ........................................................................................................................................................................................ .. 
!Attorney i 
6/17/2015 1 of 2 
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Steckel Ho 061715 Courtroom204 
2:32:05 PM .l',,,',,,,,Judge iCT finds that the State has proved there is enough evidence to 
!provide probable cause to sign Commitment and bind case over 
ito District Court with Judge Norton on 6/25/2015 @ 9:00 am 
l !for AR and further proceedings 
2:32:42 PM Jstates Attorney [signs for Exhibits 
2:33:44 PM i I End of Case 
2:33:44 PM t [ 
6/17/2015 2 of 2 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Tanner J. Stellmon 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
e :~-----FIL'~-~ d :;5 
JUN 172015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By CINDY HO 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
--------------.) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
COMMITMENT 
Defendant's DO
Defendant's SSN
THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT, ANTHONY ROBERT BOrLLA, 
having been brought before this Court for a Preliminary Examination on the n.:_ day of 
~ , 2015, on a charge that the Defendant on or about the 18th day of May, 
2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did commit the crime(s) of: L POSSESSION 
OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER, FELONY, LC. 
§37-2732(a) II. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. §37-
COMMITMENT (BONILLA), Page 1 
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2732( c) III. UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM, FELONY, LC. § 18-3316 IV. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR LC. §37-2732(c), 
V. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR LC. §37-
2732(c), VI. POSSESSION OF A LEGEND DRUG, MISDEMEANOR LC. §54-
1732(3)(c), and VII. POSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR 
LC. §37-2734A as follows: 
COUNT! 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance with the intent to 
deliver the aforementioned controlled substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Hydrocodone, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
COUNT III 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess a firearm, to-wit: a shotgun, 
knowing that he has been convicted of Burglary in California in 2003, a felony crime. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COUNTY 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Temazepam, a Schedule IV non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COMMITMENT (BONILLA), Page 2 
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COUNTIV 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a legend drug, to-
wit: Quetiapine, without a prescription. 
COUNT VII 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use drug 
paraphernalia, to-wit: plastic baggies and/or a digital scale, used to contain and/or analyze a 
controlled substance. 
The Defendant having so appeared and having had/having waived preliminary 
examination, the Court sitting as a Committing Magistrate finds that the offense charged as 
set forth has been committed in Ada County, Idaho, and that there is sufficient cause to 
believe that the Defendant is guilty of committing the offense as charged. 
WHEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant be held to answer to the 
District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of 
Ada, to the charge herein ~t forth. Bail is set in the sum of$ fld?;ocC> -
DATEDthis/1dayof J.,~ ,2015. 
~.;,d_ 
MAGISTRATE 
COMMITMENT (BONILLA), Page 3 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, 
CLERK OF DI ICT COURT 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) PRELIMINARY HEARING NOTICE / MINUTE SHEET 
Plaintiff, ) 
) Case Number: -+r-....LC:.--:-+-.,,...+~---+J~"4,,,.c-+--
vs j} /Ji._ 
1 
_ ~ Case Called: 5 {}nthm ¥ '};eug/ltL ~ X Ada D Special _ _,_-1,,,-<:.1<...>..f-C-,,-..,..-..,'+----
------------~ ~vate _m/, __ trre&--+--<..___-+--------
Defendant: JkPresent D Not Present~ In Custody D PD Appointed D Waived Attorney 
D Advised of Rights D Waived Rights D In Chambers D Interpreter--------------
0 Bond$~ tJO D Pre-Trial Release Order D Motion for Bond Reduction Denied/ Granted 
D Amen~~i~iled D Complaint Amended by lnterlineation D Reading of Complaint Waived 
D State/ Defense I Mutual Request for Continuance---------------------
0 State I Defense Objection / No Objection to Continuance----------------
0 Case continued to---------,,-- at am/pm for _____________ _ 
D Defendant Waives Preliminary Hearin ~ Commitment Signed 
~ase Bound Over to Judge -~L...4,,...,_Ll-'.....,,'--'-#-1-7"---on ft;·~ /5 at ~m 
D Case Dismissed after Preliminary Hearing / On State's Motion D Release Defendant, This Case Only 
ADA COUNTY COURTHOUSE, 200 W. FRONT STREET, BOISE, ID 83702 
You must appear as scheduled above. Failure to do so will result in a warrant being issued for your arrest. 
I hereby certify that copies of this notice were served as follows: ~ _ ,:::;:? . /h 
Defendant: f and Delivered D Via Counsel Signatu~#~ 
Defense Atty: D Hand Delivered D lntdept Mail ____ ---_--_ ... _ ... _,, ----------
D lntdept Mail 
PRELIMINARY HEARING NOTICE/ MINUTE SHEET [REV 1-2014) 
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)~{)~ JAN M. BENNETTS 
f1 f ~ Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
f l\\1"l 200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
\Y Boise, Idaho 83702 
(l 11, ,,, Phone: 287-7700 
"'\ M" Fax: 287-7709 
-
• : q~---
JUN 1.9 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By MAURA OLSON 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
______________ )_ 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
~DED 
INFORMATION 
Defendant's DOB
Defendant's SSN:
JAN M. BENNETTS, Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of 
Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of the State, prosecutes in its behalf, comes 
now into District Court of the County of Ada, and states that ANTHONY ROBERT 
BONILLA is accused by this Information of the crime(s) of: I. POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER, FELONY, I.C. §37-
2732(a) II. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. §37-
2732(c) III. UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM, FELONY, I.C. § 18-3316 IV. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. §37-2732(c), 
INFORMATION (BONILLA), Page 1 
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V. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. §37-
2732(c), VI. POSSESSION OF A LEGEND DRUG, MISDEMEANOR, 1.C. §54-
1732(3)(c), and VII. POSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, 
I.C. §37-2734A which crime(s) were committed as follows: 
COUNT! 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance with the intent to 
deliver the aforementioned controlled substance. 
COUNT II 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Hydrocodone, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
COUNT III 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess a firearm, to-wit: a shotgun, 
knowing that he has been convicted of Burglary in California in 2003, a felony crime. 
COUNT IV 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COUNTY 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Temazepam, a Schedule IV non-narcotic controlled substance. 
COUNT Jl.13ZI. 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a legend drug, to-
wit: Quetiapine, without a prescription. 
INFORMATION (BONILLA), Page 2 
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COUNT VII 
That the Defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, on or about the 18th day of 
May, 2015, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use drug 
paraphernalia, to-wit: plastic baggies and/or a digital scale, used to contain and/or analyze a 
controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case and 
against the peace and dignity of the State ofldaho. 
r: 1!~ ('!Jn--JAN M. E NfiiS 
Ada Co::secuting Attorney 
INFORMATION (BONILLA), Page 3 
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User: PRPICCAL 
Friday, May 22, 2015 
Ada County Mugshot - Prosecutor's Office 
Photo Taken: 2015-05-18 21:01 :49 
Name: BONILLA, ANTHONY ROBERT 
Case#: CR-FE-2015-0007022 
LE Number: 1062663 DOB: SSN:
Weight: 145 Height: 506 
-
Drivers License Number: Drivers License State: 
Sex: M Race: W Eye Color: BRO Hair Color: BRO Facial Hair: 
Marks: FOREARM, LEFT 
Scars: 
Tattoos: 
.RE\INST ALLS\! nl-louse\Crystal\Analyst4\Sheri ft\SI-1 F MugshotProsecutor .r~ 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 JUN 2 3 2015 
Boise, Idaho 83702 ,,.1-'.l' ,. 
Telephone', (208) 287-7400 "' lh.SfOPi-1£:1.:: n .- ,., .. " '.'"I , i ·; {,.,> • fifl,r"f ~ •1·1~_\t'r 
~,y KAn"-'11/\iA C'l-iA, ... ' ,., "' I'< 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 ·,)Ef-';, ,;:Sl ENSE!\; 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
COMES NOW, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, the defendant above-named, by and 
through his counsel CRAIG A. STEVELEY, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves 
this Court pursuant to ICR 5.l(d) for an ORDER providing typewritten transcripts of the 
preliminary hearing proceedings, which were held June 17, 2015 as they are essential and 
necessary for filing pretrial motions. The defendant, being indigent, also requests that the 
transcripts be prepared at the cost of Ada County, and as soon as possible. 
DATED, this ,1,-t, day of June 2015. 
CRAIG A. STEVELEY 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 1-..Z, day of June 2015, I mailed (served) a true and 
correct copy of the within instrument to the Ada County Transcript Coordinator: 
/) 6~~/,~ 
Quincy K. Harris 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
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Janine Korsen 062515 JaA Korsen Penny Tardiff • Courtroom508 
i St. v. Anthony Bonilla 
I 11 CRFE15-7022Arraignment 
' ' ~~ 
----·--·-·-... -···--------··-----··-······---·---·-········· I -----------·----• 09:27:14 AMI Defendant ,Defendant is present in custody. 
09:27:17 AM State Attorney - Jim_vogt-=~=~=:=..L=~------·-·-__ ·--
09: 7: 19 AM Public Defender - Craig Steveley I / 
09:27:22 AM Judge Norton --·--- I True Copyof Information. Waive Reading. 
----·-·----··...L-. I Tf4.! ....... N .... a__ m ....... e_. ---------
09:28: 18 AM l Defendant ··- I prev~ously advised,_of_h_is_rig ___ h_ts_.__,. ___ ..... 
09:28:22 AM I Judge Norton I Ct reviews the file. Ct advises Defendant of 
·09:32:·04 AMI Public Defender - I ~~=~i~~:eW:·and will probably file a 
i ! Motion to Suppress. . . 
09:32:26 AM '!Judge Norton I continues the matter to July 16 at 9:00 for an I . en~ of plea. ··09:32·:4EfAM I Public Defender - requests to be heard on bond next week and 
! . vacate that hearing then. 
09:32:59 AM.! Jud. ge Norton ·--- j continues the matter to July 2 at 9:00 for an 
, ent of lea & bond heari . 
6/25/2015 1 of 1 
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NO. A.Mu;10 Fil.ED P.M. ___ _ ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant · 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
JUN 2 6 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By JANINE KORSEN 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
For good cause appearing, this Court hereby grants the defendant's Motion for 
Preliminary Hearing Transcript. Pursuant to ICR 5.l(d), a typewritten transcript of the 
preliminary hearing held June 17, 2015 shall be prepared at the expense of Ada County, and as 
soon as possible. c.J.,1.--_ 
SO ORDERED AND DATED, this is day of June, 2015. 
L~ 
District Judge 
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NO. ______ ,.....,...,..,__ _ 
FILED J../ (} j A.M ____ P.M._......~--
JUN 3 0 2015 
GHRISTOF'HER D. RICH, Clerk 
By RAE ANN NIXON 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY R. BONILLA, 
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Case No. CRFE-2015-0007022 
) 
) NOTICE OF PREPARATION 
) OF PRELIMINARY HEARING 
) TRANSCRIPT 
________________ ) 
An Order for transcript was filed in the above-entitled matter on June 26, 2015, and a copy of said 
Order was received by the Transcription Department on June 29, 2015. I certify the estimated cost 
of preparation of the transcript to be: 
Type of Hearing: Preliminary Hearing 
Date of Hearing: June 17, 2015 Judge: Daniel Steckel 
38 Pages x $3.25 = $123.50 
In this case, the Ada County Public Defender's Office has agreed to pay for the cost of the transcript 
fee upon completion of the transcript. 
The Transcription Department will prepare the transcript and file it with the Clerk of the District 
Court within thirty (30) days (or expedited days) from the date of this notice. The transcriber may 
make application to the District Judge for an extension of time in which to prepare the transcript. 
Date: June 30, 2015 
Rae Ann Nixon 
Transcript Coordinator 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on June 30, 2015, a true and correct copy of the Notice of Preparation of Transcript 
was forwarded to Defendant's attorney ofrecord, by first class mail, at: 
Ada Co. Public Defender 
200 W. Front St. Ste. 1107 
Boise ID 83702 
CRAIG STEVELEY 
Rae Ann Nixon 
Transcript Coordinator 
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Judge NOm>n 070215 !ine Korsen Penny Tardiff e Courtroom508 
9:09:01 AM l iSt. v. Anthony Bonilla CRFE1~7022 ! : Entry of Plea/Bond Hg Cust 
9:09:03 AM jDefendant jDefendant is present in custody. 
-····-··--··- .......... ·-··-·-+c=·---·--·········----............................................................... ~ .................................... _ ........................................................................................ _ ................................ . 
9:09:06 AM jState Attorney - Jim Vogt ! . 
.................................... ... ...,1' ___ ........... _ ................................................................................................................................................................................... ~ ................................ _ .. ___ ..... . 
9:09:10 AM !Public Defender- Craig i ! Steveley ! " 
·g·=·og:·1·a)\iA .. TJud°geNo-rfon .................................................. Tlnqulres·: ................................. ~ .......... ~ .................................................... _ .. __ .... _ ..................... .. 
............................... __ ...... l...--.. ·-·----·-···-·--·--...................................................................................................................... _ ........................................................................ _ .. _. __ 
9:09:21 AM !Public Defender- !requests to argue bond today and requests a set ! ! over on the entry of plea because he wants to file a 
! !suppression hearing motion because of the 
i (preliminary hearing transcript he is waiting on. 
I I 
......................................... -, .. "T·-......................... ,_ ............... _ ...... " ................................................................................................................................................................................. _, ........ ._ .................. . 
9:10:24 AM !Public Defender- !requests two weeks. 
9: 10:27 AM !Judge Norton rcontinues the matter to July 16 at 9:00 for an entry· 
i !of plea . 
... ~r1·o":4ifAi.ri"fiu@ic··eetenaer .. :· .......................... -........ la·rgues_a_MoHori"for·eoncfReductlon~· .. ·····-....................................  
..... _.................... --· ..... i ............ - .... - ........................................................................ + ............................... _ ................................................................................................... _ ......................... .. 
9:11 :29 AM..J~~ate Attorney- iargues in opposition. 
............................................ ·----...................................................................... _ ....... ! ............................. - ................................................................................................................................. . 
9:15:38 AM !Judge Norton !reduces the bond to $90,000 .. 
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Judge Norton 071615 Jan~orsen Penny Tardiff e Courtroom508 
09:57:08 AM! St. v. Anthony Bonilla 
I CRFE15-7022 Entry of Plea Cust ___ _ 
·o-9::57-: 1o· AM!Dete--nciarif' .. -----------·-··--·-·····-·······---·----·-···-·-- -i Defen-da-nt-is-p-resent in custody . 
. , ,m-... ::,cz.. 1 • .. .......................... ,-- _ ................................................................... _......,._..___... ....... ,_, .... --·· -·------·-·-·--· 
· 09:57:13 AM !State Attorney - Jim Vogt I · 
-09:57;:is AM i Public Defender - Craig Steveley T - -
09:57:33 AM1 Judge Norton_·---·--·· ····-··-~nquires. _ ------·-·-··--·-- -. ___ _ 
09:57:40 AM, Public Defender - i enters a not guilty plea and anticipates a I l suppression motion that will probably be 
····-·-·········-······· i ........... -----·---·--······-··········-·---·--·-·--·--·J.gj_~~itive inJbis _case. --·--·--09:58: 15 AM ate Attorney - 1 advises this will be a 2 day trial. 
09:58: 8 AM Public Defender -:==~=-~=~~rees. ·-~~:=~==--=~ -~~~-==~~~~=-. - _ 
09~58:30 AM, Judge Norton ! continues the matter to Oct. 13 at 8:30 for a 
I 12 day Jury Trial and to Oct. 1 at 9:00 for a 
' ! PTC and sets discovery cutoff date on · I August 31 and sets a status conference on 
·--·-··········---· --·---·--·-·---···--- - --····--·····-·······-···-········-··-~ Se_pt. 17 at 9:00. ·-·-···--··------·--·-·----·--·· 10:01 ;29 AM, Public Defender - ! requests to be heard on bond next week. 
· 1·0:01:35 AM I Judge Norton ---·····----·-·----t =~":'r ':~'k'::~n~i::::oo far a 
i I 
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c~~r"i~S'rOF~~--H':F1 ~ J. RiCH, Cl rk 
</Y,SEN IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICl:IY~~~~), 
-v 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. CRFE l5:JV'2.2-
vs. NOTICE OF JURY TRIAL 
R#t,mt( 1.3oti,Jla 
' 
AND ORDER GOVERNING PROCEED! NGS 
Defendant. 
Appearances: 
Prosecuting Attorney Counsel for the State 
Public Defender or Counsel for Defendant 
THIS IS YOUR NOTICE OF TRIAL SETTING 
THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER HAS BEEN SET FOR TRIAL BEFORE THE CO URTAN 
AM. A JURY ON D~ 13 I 2015 TO COMMENCE AT THE HOUR OF 8:30 
THIS TRIAL WILLCONTINUE DAILY THEREAFTER UNTIL COMPLETED, SKIPPIN 
THURSDAYS. 
A PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE IS SET FOR Q~ / , 201~ AT 9:00 
DEFENDANT WILL BE AVAILABLE PERSONALLY WITH COUNSEL AT THIS P 
AM. TH 
RE-TRIA 
CE IS ~E CONFERENCE UNLESS EXCUSED BY THE COURT. A STATUS CONFEREN 
FORSgph 11 I 206AT 9:00 AM. 
A mutual discovery compliance date is ordered on or before Ituqu.s-1: 3/ 
File all pretrial motions governed by I.C.R. 12 no later than 14 days after the compliance 
discovery or otherwise show good cause, upon formal motion, why such time limits 
_,2015' 
date set fo 
should b 
ce. enlarged. Motions in limine shall be in writing and filed 5 days prior to the pretrial conferen 
Jury instructions, exhibit and witness lists must be submitted to the Court prior to pretrial conference. 
Alternate judge panel under I.C.R. 25(a)(6) 
Hon. Georae D. Carev Hon. Gerald Schroeder 
Hon. Dennis Goff Hon. Kathryn A. Sticklen 
Hon. Daniel C Hurlbutt, Jr. Hon. Renae Hoff 
Hon. James Judd Hon. Hon James Morfitt 
Hon. Duff McKee Hon. William Woodland 
Hon. Darla Williamson Hon. Ronald Wiloer 
Hon. Thomas Neville 
Anv sittina Fourth District Judge 
Copies hand-delivered in court to above counsel. 
LYNN~ctJudge 
Notice of Trial 
·• 
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Judge Norton on315 L Korsen Penny Tardiff • Courtroom508 
1st. v. Anthony Bonilla 
! Mtn Bond Reduction Cust 
' ! . 
--w ; ---·---·-·--+= -9:56:08 AM !Defendant !Defendant is present in custody. 
oo1Hn•--•••••--•-.. - ...... ..;,_ ............................ _ ........................ , •• , .. ,, .... ,, .. ,..,,,,,, .. ,,,,,,, .............. ,,1011111HHHHHHN1-11u,-•100100 .. , ............... , .. , .... ,,,, ...... ..,, .... , .. ,, .. ,, .. , .. , ... , ..... ,'""""'_' .. , ... , ...... , .... , .. , ... ,,_,_,,, 
9:56:11 AM !State Attomey- Jim Vogt i · 
._............................. .. ......... Ti ............... _..-........ .., ................ _ ..................... -...................... i ... ..._ ............................. · .......... .,. ........................................................................................................................ . 
9;:56:14 AM 1Public Defender- Craig ! · 
iSteveley . ! 
Nn••-••••--1IH01IHNO-IOHH010 .. ,, .. o,00100-11 .. , ... ,_nNIMl"HIIHH-HIIHONNNNHOHHH1 .. oo .. oHH-HHHO•""+"••-•-•"•-•"""""""""MHHHNONHHNNHOHHHHo .... - ....... , .... ., ...... ,oNONOMOHIHNO-OHNM1onNH-HH"""""""""""-"""""""""""""" ... "" 
9:56:17 AM !Judge Norton. !reviews the file . 
. 9:56:V-Aii1°Public Defender --- !argues the Motion for Bond Reduction. 
- + ----- . ------ ___ , __ ..... 
9:57:48 AM ,!State Attorney - !argues in opposition. 
-9:59:17 AM jJudge Norton · · """ · iwill leave the bond as set at $90,000. 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
AUG 2 0 2015 
CHAl~TOPHER D. RICrt, Cterk 
Sy KATRINA CHRISTENSEN 
l)EPIJTV 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY R. BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, ANTHONY R. BONILLA, the defendant above-named, by and through 
counsel CRAIG A. STEVELEY, Ada County Public Defender's office, and moves this Court 
pursuant to I.C.R. 12(b)(3) for its ORDER suppressing all evidence illegally seized from the 
Defendant on or about May 18, 2015, and any and all statements/admissions/confessions 
attributable to the Defendant upon the grounds and for the reasons set forth: 
1) The search was done without probable cause; 
2) The search was done without a warrant or consent; 
3) The search was done without exigent circumstances; 
j MOTION TO SUPPRESS 1 
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• 
WHEREFORE, upon the grounds that law enforcement violated the Defendant's Fourth, 
Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Amendment rights under the U.S. Constitution and Article I, 
sections 13 and 17, of the Idaho Constitution and for the reasons contained herein, the Defendant 
prays this Court suppresses the illegally obtained evidence and 
admissions/confessions/statements made by and/or attributed to the Defendant. 
This Motion is further supported by an accompanying supplemental brief, which is filed 
herewith. 
DATED, this..) O-(JJ.. day of August 2015. 
~ ~~· C~EVELEY 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this~ day of August 2015, I mailed a true and 
correct copy of the within instrument to: 
JAMES E. VOGT 
Ada County Prosecutor's Office 
by placing said same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRAIG A. STEVELEY, ISB #4131 
Deputy Public Defender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
.. ,o.e 2 u\tJ . 
,~ FILSI~ 
A.M.---__..M . 
AUG 2 0 2c:s 
CHRISTOPHER O P.iCl-l, Clerk 
Sy KATRINA CHR1SifNSEN 
OE.i>t.1~, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY R. BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
A) Nature of the Case 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
The Defendant's MOTION TO SUPPRESS pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 12(b)(3). 
B) Procedural History 
The Defendant was charged by INFORMATION with Count L POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER, FELONY, LC. §37-
2732(a), Count II. POSSESSION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. §37-
2732(a), Count III. UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A FIREARM, FELONY, LC. §18-3316, 
Count IV. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR, LC. §37-
2732(c), Count V. POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, MISDEMEANOR, LC. 
§37-2732(c), Count VI. POSSESSION OF A LEGEND DRUG, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. §54-
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1732(3)(c), and Count VII. POSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, 
LC. §37-2734A. on June 17, 2015, a Preliminary Hearing was held and probable cause was 
found. He was subsequently arraigned in District Court at which time he entered a plea of "not 
guilty" to the charges contained in the Information. The Defendant's MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
and the following brief in support thereof follow. 
C) Statement of Facts 
On May 18, 2015 at approximately 6:30 p.m., Boise Police Officers Terry Weir, driving 
an unmarked police vehicle, was following a brown Chevrolet Blazer traveling southbound on 
Entertainment A venue in the area in which it becomes Spectrum Street; Boise Police Officer 
Will Reimers, a marked K-9 unit, was behind Officer Weir. Both officers estimated the vehicle 
to be traveling at approximately forty miles per hour, thus exceeding the thirty-five mile an hour 
speed limit in that area. The officers both further observed the driver of the vehicle activate his 
right tum signal and change lanes after one to two seconds and traveling less than fifty feet in 
violation of Idaho law which requires that a driver signal for five seconds and/or a distance of 
100 feet. According to the officers, the driver stopped at the red light and quickly accelerated off 
the line when the light turned green. Based on these violations, Officer Reimers initiated a traffic 
stop for which the driver stopped at the end of the on-ramp to 1-84 at Cole Road. 
Within three minutes of initiating the stop, Officer Reimers called for backup. Officer 
Brad Jones came to assist in response to this request. Officer Reimers does not remember if this 
was before or after approaching the vehicle the first time nor the reason for the request, testifying 
at the preliminary hearing that "[s]ometimes we just, you know, feel like there's a need." (Tr., p. 
17, L.L. 2-12). 
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At some point during the initial phases of the stop, a white Honda pulled up in front of 
Mr. Bonilla. Upon the arrival of the Honda, Officer Reimer called for additional backup; Officer 
Shane Williams, also a K-9 unit, arrived on scene per this request. Officer Williams spoke with 
the driver, later determined to be known to Mr. Bonilla, who promptly pulled away per Officer 
Williams' request. 
Upon approaching the Blazer, Officer Reimers noticed tools and loose stereo equipment 
in the backseat area of the vehicle. Officer Reimers then made contact with the driver, Defendant 
Anthony Bonilla, obtained Mr. Bonilla's driver's license, went back to his own vehicle and ran 
Mr. Bonilla through dispatch per normal policy. The background check revealed that Mr. Bonilla 
had no active warrants but did have "at least one" previous burglary conviction. This 
combination of events heightened Officer Reimers' suspicion of the Mr. Bonilla. Although 
Officer Reimers had not observed any weapons on or around Mr. Bonilla, was not aware of any 
past violent crimes, and had not seen any drug contraband in the car, he asked Mr. Bonilla to get 
out of the Blazer in order for Officer Jones to issue the citation for the traffic violation "so he 
could get a closer look at things in the vehicle." (Tr., p. 8 L.L. 10-13). 
Throughout the stop Mr. Bonilla was cooperative with all of the officers on scene. Mr. 
Bonilla did inquire as to why he was being asked to get out of the car, to which Officer Reimers 
responded, "Because I asked you to." (Tr., p. 19, L.L. 8). Mr. Bonilla then exited the vehicle 
without argument. 
As Mr. Bonilla was exiting the car, Officer Reimer noticed a mag style flashlight 
approximately six inches long, on the floor between the driver's seat and the door frame. Based 
upon the location of the flashlight, Officer Reimer considered the flashlight as weapon. (Tr., p. 9, 
1-4). Officer Reimer noted the flashlight to Mr. Bonilla and asked "Do you have any other 
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weapons?" (Police Audio). Mr. Bonilla responded that he did not. At this point, Officer Reimer 
asked if he could pat Mr. Bonilla down to confirm this; Mr. Bonilla consented to the pat-down 
for weapons. During the pat-down, Officer Reimer lifted Mr. Bonilla's t-shirt "to inspect his 
waistline." Upon lifting the t-shirt, Officer Reimer noticed a baggie "sticking out of' Mr. 
Bonilla's pocket. (Tr., p. 9, L.L. 20-23). Officer Reimer presumed the green substance in the 
baggie was marijuana. 
At this point Officer Reimer placed Mr. Bonilla under arrest and deployed his K-9 unit, 
Camo, who jumped into the car and alerted on a "zipper bag" in the back seat. Officer Reimer 
then searched the black bag and various paraphernalia, five baggies of what was later determined 
to be methamphetamine, and a digital scale. 
II. ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 
1) Did the officer have specific and arguable facts to reasonably believe the 
Defendant was armed and presently dangerous such that a limited Terry pat-down for weapons 
was permissible? 
2) Did the officer articulate reason sufficient to justify expanded the scope of the 
limited Terry pat-down for weapons by lifting the Defendant's t-shirt? 
III. ARGUMENT 
1) Based on the facts of the scene, the officer could not reasonably 
believe or infer that Mr. Bonilla was armed and presently dangerous; 
therefore, he was not entitled to conduct a limited Terry pat-down of 
Mr. Bonilla. 
Citizens of the United States are protected by the Fourth Amendment of the United States 
Constitution from unreasonable seizures of persons or property. It is well-settled that warrantless 
searches are per se unreasonable unless the search falls "within one of the narrowly drawn 
exceptions to the warrant requirement." State v. Henage, 432 Idaho 655, 660, 152 P.3d 16, 21 
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(2007). One of these said exceptions provides that an officer, for his safety, may conduct a 
limited pat-down search of a detained person for weapons if the officer reasonably believes the 
person presents a danger to the officer or others. Id. At 660; Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 88 
(1968). Under a Terry analysis, an objective standard of reasonableness is used to determine 
whether there are grounds for a search. State v. Muir, 116 Idaho 565, 568, 777 P.2d 1238, 1241 
(Ct. App. 1989). In Terry, the United States Supreme Court stated that " ... the police officer 
must be able to point to specific and articulable facts that would lead a reasonably prudent person 
to believe that the individual with whom the officer is dealing may be armed and presently 
dangerous ... " State v. Baxter, 144 Idaho 672,678, 168 P.3d 1019, 1025 (Ct. App. 2007). 
The reasonability of justification for the search is to be "evaluated in the light of the 
'facts known to the officers on the scene and the risk of danger reasonably drawn from the 
totality of the circumstances."' Henage, 432 Idaho at 660 (citing State v. Wright, 134 Idaho 79, 
82). If nothing in the initial phase of the incident dispels the officer's reasonable fear, the officer 
may conduct a very limited search of the outer clothing to ensure the person does not have any 
weapons. Id. at 661. Muir, 116 Idaho at 568, 1241. Further, an officer must "present specific 
facts that can be objectively evaluated to support the conclusion that the subject of the intended 
search posed a potential risk." Henage, 143 Idaho at 662. 
In Henage, the defendant, a passenger in a vehicle stopped for a broken taillight and 
known by the officer as someone with a drug record, was cited for possession of a controlled 
substance and drug paraphernalia after the officer told the defendant "he was free to go, but that 
the he wanted to talk to him about some things." 143 Idaho at 657. 152 P.3d at 18. The 
Defendant agreed to talk with the officer, who eventually asked the Defendant if "he had any 
contraband." The defendant stated that he had a knife. The officer then conducted a pat-down 
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search during which the officer "felt a large hard object in one of [the defendant's] cargo 
pockets." The officer reached into the pocket and discovered the drugs and paraphernalia. The 
officer stated that during the entire encounter, the defendant was "nervous, but he was real 
cooperative and he was polite." Id.~t 658. The officer did not specify any threatening 
movements or behavior. Id.,_at 662. Further, the State argued that the encounter was consensual 
and that the Defendant "was not in any way acting threatening or dangerous." Id . .J!:t 661. 
The court held that, despite the defendant's nervousness and admitted possession of a 
knife, the totality of the circumstances did not support a reasonable inference that the defendant 
presented a risk of danger to the officer or any other persons in the area. The court specifically 
noted the officer's admission of the defendant's cooperation and politeness and the lack of 
threatening behavior during the encounter. The court held that the evidence obtained by the 
search should have been suppressed. 
In order to determine whether Officer Reimers' search of Mr. Bonilla was justified, it 
must first be determined whether Officer Reimers had an objective reasonable fear that Mr. 
Bonilla was posed a danger to himself or others. Here, the officer Reimers had called for backup 
almost immediately after initiating the traffic stop. At the preliminary hearing, he admitted that 
there was no reason; that "sometimes we just, you know, feel like there's a need." (Tr., p. 17, 
L.L. 12-13). Officer Reimers does state concern for the safety of himself and Officer Jones, 
when the white Honda appears. However, he called for additional backup which arrived within a 
few minutes. The driver of the white Honda quietly left the scene without incident when asked to 
do so by Officer Williams. There were, at least three officers on the scene within minutes of the 
initial traffic stop, before Mr. Bonilla was ordered to get out of his car. Mr. Bonilla cooperated 
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with Officer Reimers, despite having no idea why he was being ordered out of the car, even 
though Mr. Bonilla asked for a reason. 
When Mr. Bonilla exited the vehicle, Officer Reimers noticed a mag style flashlight, on 
the floor, between the door frame and the driver's seat. Although case law recognizes that a 
flashlight may be used as a weapon, (see generally U.S. v. Johnstone, 107 F.3d 200 (3d Cir. Ct. 
of Appeals, 1997); U.S. v. Schranklen, 315 F. 3d 959 (8th Cir. Ct. of Appeals, 2003) the officer 
must, in order to justify the search, reasonably believe the person to be presently dangerous. 
Here, Mr. Bonilla never attempted to reach for the flashlight nor is there any evidence that the 
officer seized the flashlight in order to secure it as one would expect an officer to do with 
something he considered to be a weapon. 
In order to justify limited Terry pat-down for weapons, an officer must be able to point to 
specific and articulable facts that would lead a reasonably prudent person to believe that the 
individual with whom the officer is dealing may be armed and presently dangerous. Officer 
Reimers has not and cannot do that in this case: 1) at the time of the pat-down, there were at least 
three officers, two with K-9 units, on scene, 2) Mr. Bonilla was, at all times, cooperative with 
Officer Reimers, 3) there is no evidence or testimony that Mr. Bonilla was acting in a threatening 
manner, and 4) there is no evidence or testimony that Officer Reimers ever seized the flashlight 
he allegedly considered a weapon. Taken as a whole, a reasonable prudent person would not 
believe that Mr. Bonilla presented an immediate risk to the officers on scene or anyone else in 
the vicinity. The pat-down search for weapons was, therefore, unreasonable, improper, and in 
violation of Mr. Bonilla's Fourth Amendment rights. 
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2) The officer could not articulate reason sufficiently expanding the 
search of Mr. Bonilla's person, beyond the scope of a pat-down search 
for weapons and, therefore, is unconstitutional. 
Another exception to the per se rule against warrantless searches is consent. State v. 
Harwood, 94 Idaho 615,617,495 P.2d 160, at 162 (1972). If an individual provides consent to a 
search, the State has the burden of proving, beyond a preponderance of the evidence, "that the 
consent was voluntary rather than the result of duress or coercion, direct or implied." State v. 
Rector, 144 Idaho 643,645, 167 P.3d 780, 782 (Ct. App. 2006). Courts have held "that when the 
basis for a search is consent, the State must conform its search to the limitations placed upon the 
right granted by the consent." State v. Turek, 150 Idaho 745, 749, 250 P.3d 796, 800 (Ct. App. 
2011). Under the Fourth Amendment, the standard for evaluating the scope of the consent "is 
that of objective reasonableness, or in other words what a reasonable person would have 
understood by the exchange between the officer and the suspect." State v. Tyler, 153 Idaho 623, 
626,288 P.3d 840, 843 (Ct. App. 2012). 
Even if the Court finds that Mr. Bonilla gave proper consent for the officer to conduct a 
pat-down search for weapons, the officer went beyond the scope of lawful Terry frisk. In Terry, 
the Court determined that a frisk is a "carefully limited search of the outer clothing of such 
persons in an attempt to discover weapons which might be used to assault him." Terry, 392 U.S. 
at 30. Additionally, Idaho courts have "repeatedly reiterated that under Terry, a protective frisk is 
generally limited to a pat-down of the outer clothing. Tyler, 153 Idaho at 627, (citations omitted). 
Courts have, however, allowed officers to go beyond the scope of a traditional Terry frisk in 
particular circumstances, such as when a suspect makes threatening movements, the officer sees 
a "weapon-like bulge in the suspects clothing," and when the suspect's clothes are so bulky that 
it is not possible to conduct an effective pat-down search. Id., 153 Idaho at 627. However, the 
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state carries the burden of proof that any greater intrusion than that of the outer layer was 
warranted. Id., 153 Idaho at 627-28. If found, an officer may lawfully seize contraband if "a 
police officer lawfully pats down a suspect's outer clothing and feels an object whose contour or 
mass makes its identity immediately apparent ... " U.S. v. I.E.V., 705 F.3d 430, 440, (9th Cir. Ct. 
of Appeals 2012). 
In Tyler, the Defendant had consented to a Terry search. The officer, during the search 
reached in under the Defendant's two jackets to pat down an inner pocket. The officer stated that 
he felt the syringe during the pat down. The Court held that this unconstitutionally expanded the 
scope of the weapons search, whether the search was based on consent or Terry, because the 
officer did not see any suspicious bulges, that the clothing was particularly bulk, or otherwise 
point to any purpose warranting the additional intrusion. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
The Fourth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution guarantees the people to be secure from 
warrantless search and seizure of their person, papers, and belongings. There are, however, a few 
narrowly-tailored exceptions to this right, of which a limited pat-down search of the outer 
clothing for weapons is one. To justify this intrusion, an officer must be able to point to specific 
and articulable facts that would lead a reasonable prudent person to believe that the friskee is 
armed and presently dangerous. Officer Reimers cannot do that in this case. Mr. Bonilla was 
cooperative throughout the traffic stop, made no threatening movements, and there were several 
officers, including K-9 units, on scene. Further, even if the court finds the search was consensual, 
Officer Reimers unconstitutionally expanded the scope of the search by lifting Mr. Bonilla's t-
shirt for admittedly no other reason than to check Mr. Bonilla's waistline. Officer Reimers 
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t 
offered no testimony that he observed a suspicious bulge in the Mr. Bonilla's pocket or that the 
clothes were excessively bulky. 
WHEREFORE, and for these reasons, Mr. Bonilla prays the court will grant this 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS the evidence discovered on his person and, as a result of that unlawful 
and expanded search, the vehicle. 
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BOISE, IDAHO 
JUNE 17, 2015 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
THE COURT: -- 7022. Hi, Mr. Bonilla. 
THE DEFENDANT: Hello, sir. 
THE COURT: Okay. Any preliminary matters? 
MR. STELLMON: Not from the state, Your Honor. 
MR. BOTIMER: Judge, I'd just move to exclude 
witnesses, but I think the state's already done that. 
THE COURT: Granted. 
And whenever the state's ready. 
MR. STELLMON: Your Honor, the state calls 
Officer Reimers. 
WILL REIMERS, 
Called by and on behalf of the State was sworn to tell 
the truth and testified as follows: 
MR. BOTIMER: Judge, I believe today, Mr . 
Stellman and I, just for the purposes of today's 
hearing, Judge, and for convenience of all of the 
parties, we're going to stipulate to Officer Reimers' 
1 
1 we're certified through Idaho POST Academy in the drug 
2 detection for marijuana, heroin, cocaine and 
3 methamphetamine. 
4 
5 
6 
I 1 
8 
l-1~ 
:11 
1
12 
13 
14 
I 15 
16 
17 
118 
19 
Q. This certification is an annual deal? 
A. Yes; it is. Well, it's every 15 months. 
Q. How long have you been with Camo? 
A. Nearly two years now. 
Q. Does he ride around with you when you're on 
patrol? 
A. Everyday. 
Q. I want to talk about a specific day in June 18, 
2015, about 6:30 o'clock in the evening, were you 
working with Camo that day? 
A. I was. Yes, sir. 
Q. Eastbound I-84 in the area of Cole and Spectrum, 
does that all sound familiar? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What happened there? What did you do? 
A. I was near the intersection of Overland and 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-7022 
1 background, training and experience. 
2 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you for that. 
3 MR. BOTIMER: Just for purpose of today. 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
THE COURT: And good afternoon. 
THE WITNESS: Judge. 
MR. STELLMON: Thank you, Your Honor. 
Thank you, Counsel. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
10 
11 
12 
13 
BY MR. REIMERS: 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
14 A. 
15 Q. 
16 A. 
17 Q. 
Good afternoon. 
Hello. 
How do you spell your name and what is it? 
Will Reimers. R-e-i-m-e-r-s. 
And what do you do for a living, sir? 
I'm a police officer for the City of Boise. 
How long have you been doing that? 
18 A. With Boise for 11 years. 
19 Q. You have a special assignment with a dog; is 
20 that right? 
21 A. I do. Yes, sir. 
22 Q. Could you describe for me what that assignment 
23 is and how your certification with Camo came about? 
24 A. Sure. I'm a handler for a single purpose drug 
25 detection dog. His name is Camo as you mentioned, and 
2 
1 outside lane and turned on the turn signal and the 
2 driver essentially moved over immediately. I would 
3 estimate one, two seconds after the change single came 
4 on. 
5 Q. Is that a violation of the law? 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
A. Itis. Yes,sir. 
Q. What happened after you observed any violations? 
A. The driver stopped at a red light at Cole, and, 
when the light turned green, he quickly accelerated off 
the line across Cole Road and entered the entrance ramp 
to Eastbound 84, and that's when I activated my overhead 
lights and stopped the vehicle. 
Q. 
14 A. 
15 Q. 
What kind of car was it; do you remember? 
Chevy Blazer. 
This location where it eventually stopped and 
16 where you observed the traffic violation in Ada County, 
17 Idaho? 
18 A. 
19 Q. 
It is. Yes, sir. 
You had other officers with you? 
·20 
121 
Entertainment. And Entertainment bends -- it goes south 20 
and bends to the east and becomes Spectrum -- observed a 21 
A. Officer Weir was in a plain unmarked police car. 
Q. Your vehicle was marked and you had Camo and you 
22 
:·23 
124 
25 
Blazer, Chevy Blazer, in front ofme, and it appeared to 
• 
be exceeding the speed limit, going pretty quickly. As 
it turned eastbound closer to the intersection of Cole 
Road made a lane change from the inside lane to the 
3 
22 
23 
24 
25 
appeared as you do now in uniform? 
A. Yes, sir. Correct. 
Q. Officer Weir did not have a canine and was in an 
unmarked car? 
4 
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1 A. That is correct. 
2 Q. Plain clothes? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. Who approached the vehicle? 
5 A. Id.id. 
6 Q. Talk to me about your initial interactions with 
7 the occupants of the vehicle, please. 
8 A. Sure. Single occupant. The defendant was 
9 driving. And when I walked up on the vehicle, I 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
initially noticed tools and loose stereo equipment in 
the backseat area of the vehicle. I did find the driver 
via his driver's license. Determined that he was coming 
from a friend's house that was in the area of 
Entertainment/Overland area and was heading back to 
Mountain Home where he lives. 
I went back and ran his driver's record. 
Do you want me to keep going? 
Q. Please. Help me understand the significance of 
the tools and the stereo equipment. 
A. Sure. Dispatch informed me that he had at least 
a burglary arrest out of Elmore County and that, of 
course, peaked my interest with the tools and with the 
stereo equipment. 
Q. So how is your investigation evolving now that 
you've stopped him for traffic violation but observed 
5 
1 THE COURT: Okay. 
2 BY MR. STELLMON: 
3 Q. What did you observe the defendant doing when 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
this other car approached? 
A. When I walked back up to the defendant's vehicle 
on the passenger's side, he was on his cell phone. 
Q. Did you have interaction or did law enforcement 
have interaction with this other vehicle? 
A. Yes. I had called for an assist unit, and 
Officer Shane Williams was very close and arrived 
on-site within a minute, minute-and-a-half, and, then, 
Officer Brian Jones also arrived on scene, so Officer 
Jones and I stood by with the defendant while Officer 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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these things? 
A. Well, you know, I'm suspicious there might be 
something related to vehicle burglaries or residential 
burglaries, so it's now peaked my interest more. 
Q. Do you remember the name of the driver? 
A. Mr. Bonilla, I believe. Yes. 
Q. And that's the same person you've identified 
here in the courtroom? 
A. Yes. Seated to the right of his counsel wearing 
an orange sweatshirt. 
Q. About that time another vehicle approached; is 
that right? 
A. Yes. I'm trying to remember at what stage. I 
believe at the time I was running his driver's license, 
a white Honda pulled past the defendant;s vehicle and 
parked, probably, 25 yards to the east towards the 
interstate, and I got the feeling that that person might 
know the defendant. 
Q. What did you --
MR. BOTIMER: Judge, I'm just going to object to 
speculation. I don't care what his feelings are. I 
want to know what he observed. 
THE COURT: Okay. 
Your response? 
MR. STELLMON: I'll rephrase the question. 
6 
1 that's always a concern for me whether or not a vehicle 
2 pulls up on the scene or, frankly, when someone gets on 
3 their cell phone during a traffic stop, so that was the 
4 reason I asked Officer Williams to go and contact that 
5 vehicle and ask them to leave. 
6 Q. Did all of these circumstances and occurrences 
7 impact your next contact with Mr. Bonilla? 
8 A. ;wcl.IJ ~gain, based on his previous~- or the 
"!:,;i. ~ ....... ~~ if""C:. . ....., _· <!!·\." ., 
9 record I l~arned about through disp3ctch of the bur~~ ' 
10 I ,warited to get him out or'the vehicle:"'"ask.-- I asked.·~ 
11 Officer Jon~ to is~ cita~ii""'ioii~ilie traffic ,.:J 
~·-'"1' .. -!"" ... I'< -· ••' • - ' ~ - ·~ "+,,'-~ .. ~ .. ,,,~'. ........... . . 
12 violation, so I could get a ·closer look a.t things in the'"/ 
13 vehicle. 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Williams walked up and spoke to the driver in the Honda. 14 Q. Did Mr. Bonilla comply and get out of his 
Q. After the discussion with Officer Williams, what 15 
did the Honda do? 16 
A. It left. 17 
Q. What kind of concerns did you have at that time 18 
given the behavior of the Honda and the defendant on his 19 
cell phone? 20 
A. Well, I've, unfortunately, experienced in the 21 
past where a driver actually called in a drive-by 22 
shooting on myself and other officers. While they were 23 
stopped, got on their cell phone, called their friends, 24 
and we just later discovered their plan to shoot us, so 25 
7 
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vehicle? 
A. He did. Yes, sir. 
Q. What observations did you make as he was getting 
out of his vehicle? 
A. Well, when the driver's door opened, I looked 
down between the space where the driver's seat is and 
the door frame and ob~erved a "D cell mag light that was 
sitting on the floor. informed the driver that I ; 
obse~ed the mag light and asked hhn ifhe had ru:_; other{ 
,..,, .... .,. 
weapons on his person. 
Q. Why did you presume a mag light was a weapon? 
8 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
I 10 
11 
I 12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
·ves, but mostly I've ob§erved clubs or tire irons,. 
sticlls, ~gs like th~t. 
Q. AD cell mag light, what's the approximate size 
of it? 
A. This one was, I would guess, robably, a two 
cell, so it was probablYi six-inches long and, you know, 
the diameter of a D cell so probably inch-and-a-half, 
two inches in diameter. 
Q. Decent battery? 
A. Yes, sir. I'm sorry. 
Q. That's okay. How did he respond to your inquiry 
18 Q. What did you discover when you patted him down 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
[ 24 
25 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
I 1~ 
11 
1
12 
13 
14 
1
15 
16 
17 
118 
19 
20 
121 
22 
:= 23 
124 
25 
for weapons? 
A. e]:!, he had a T-sJ:tlrt that wasfalling:below - ~ 
1his belt lin~~ an~en I.lifted hisll'.,,,shirt to"inspect : l 
' . ~ 
his w~tline, i observed a baggie sticking out of the i 
rig!it pocket of his pant!,. 
Q. What was significant about the baggie? 
A. Well, the baggie contained a green organic 
9 
90-pound dog in the car is often cumbersom , so I went 
ahead and searched that black bag. 
Q. What did you discover in the bag? 
A. The first thing I remember discovering was a 
container that had several baggies that contained white, 
crystal substance consistent with methamphetamine. 
Q. Did you have occasion to field test or NIC test 
that substance? 
A. Yes. Officer Weir did NIC test that substance 
back at the property unit, and I was present for that. 
Q. And did the NIC test confirm your observations 
that it appeared to be methamphetamine? 
A. Yeah, presumptive positive for (inaudible) 
amphetamine. 
Q. Did you book the substances in those baggies 
into evidence according to standard policies and 
procedures? 
A. I did. Yes, sir. 
Q. When you book something in, you associate it 
with the departmental record number or report number 
that is also connected to the traffic stop; is that 
right? 
A. 
Q. 
A. 
Correct. 
Did you do that in this case? 
I did. 
11 
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1 substance consis ent with marijuana. 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
Q. How did that observation then change your 
investigation from a traffic stop? 
A. 
How did Camo act or react and what did you 
observe there? 
A. Well, as a course of business, I start the 
exterior sniff on the front license plate, and I walked 
Camo by the vehicle. As we were coming back by 
14 counterclockwise, Camojumped into the vehicle. 
15 Q. While the door's still open? 
16 A. Yes, sir. And, within a few seconds placed his 
17 nose on a bag, zipper bag, that was behind the center 
18 console in the back seat area and then gave an alert. 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
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Q. What's on alert for Camo? 
A. Well, his alert is a sit alert. That's his 
final response. 
Q. After you observed Camo's change in behavior and 
the alert, what did you do next? 
A. I placed him back in the vehicle and back --
yeah; sorry-- in the patrol car. Searching with a 
10 
Q. Do you remember the report number off the top of 
your head? 
A. I do not. No, sir. 
Q. If you had a copy of your report, do you think 
it would help refresh your recollection as to what that 
report number --
A. I'm sure it would. Yes, sir. 
Q. I'm going to hand you just a random page of your 
report -- counsel's been previously provided in 
discovery -- page 10. Can you take a minute and review 
that, and look up after you've had a chance to remember 
the departmental report number. 
A. All right. I'm refreshed. 
Q. All right. What was the report number 
associated with this stop? 
A. It's a 2015 case number of 510777. 
Q. And that was the same number that you put on the 
property invoice for the substance you collected? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Jump back with me. 
Okay. A. 
Q. We're looking inside this Ziploc bag. What else 
did you find in addition to these baggies with different 
amounts of presumptive methamphetamine? 
A. So there's a digital scale that I later 
12 
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1 discovered at property was operational, and it had a 
2 heavy residue that appeared to be marijuana residue 
3 around the weight plate area of the scale. 
4 Q. Did you work with Officer Weir in collecting all 
5 of this, especially, narcotics, as well as paraphernalia 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
from the vehicle? 
A. I did. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did the two of you book those substances into 
property consistent with the procedure that we've 
outlined on this methamphetamine? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Are you aware whether the substance was 
submitted for further analysis? 
A. Yes; I actually filled out the form to send it 
to the state lab. 
a. Let's talk about multiple baggies and the scale. 
17 You've had experience, and we've stipulated to your 
18 training and background, related to controlled substance 
19 investigation. 
20 A. 
21 a. 
Yes, sir. 
Does that include training and experience 
22 
23 
24 
25 
related to materials that are packaged for sale or 
distribution? 
A. It does. Yes, sir. 
Q. How did that training, how did that experience 
13 
1 CROSS-EXAMINATION 
2 BY MR. BOTIMER: 
3 Q. Officer Reimers, is it your testimony today that 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
your initial contact with my client wasj ust a rando;m ., 
traffic stop?· 
A. ~j es, sir. J 
Q. Now, on Entertainment and Spectrum, my client's 
Chevrolet Blazer was in front; correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Followed by Officer Weir in the unmarked 
vehicle? 
A. Right. 
Q. Followed by your vehicle; correct? 
A. Right. 
Q. Officer Weir's wor~g in an undercover capacity 
µiat day;correctj ~ 
A. '.)'es, sir. 
Q. He's assigned to narcotics? 
A. 
a. 
A. 
a. 
had no idea you were following my client Mr. Bonilla? 
A. Well, we were following him once we got behind 
him. 
15 
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influence your assessment of the materials you found 
with Mr. Bonilla? 
A. Well, typically when we find multiple baggies of 
a similar controlled substance, or the same controlled 
substance, packaged separately, it's an indicator of 
potential sales. 
a. And how does the scale bolster that indicator? 
A. Well, typically, people who sell narcotics, 
whether they be meth or marijuana or cocaine, have you, 
will weigh those substances so that they know how much 
they have and presumably how much they can charge for 
it. 
13 a. As part of your check with dispatch, did you run 
14 a background check on Mr. Bonilla's prior criminal 
15 history? 
16 A. Officer Weir actually did that once we were back 
17 at the station. 
18 Q. Were you in a place that you could observe the 
19 results of the --
I was not. 20 A. 
21 MR. STELLMON: I don't have any other questions 
22 
23 
24 
25 
on that. Thank you. 
THE COURT: Any questions? 
MR. BOTIMER: Judge, I do. 
1 Q. Right. But you were not looking at him. It's 
14 
2 your testimony today you did not think that he had drugs 
3 in his car? 
Didn't think he had drugs in his car; no. 
Officer Williams, it took him about one minute 
4 A. 
5 Q. 
6 to arrive after you called for an assist; correct? 
7 
8 
9 
A. I would guess that's about rigltt. 
Q. c ?~ made th: St~p ab~~t~d,yQJ,l'Ve made.1 
the call for-assist prior to the time you approached rriy . J 
10 client's window? , 
11 
12 
A. ~•mrnot.sure; sir., I'd have to review the t 
'-ti ..... llr'· ... ~ ,.. 
dispatch log. 
13 MR. BOTIMER: Judge, through the courtesy of the 
14 bailiff, I'll have shown to Mr. Stellmon first, I'd like 
15 to refresh his memory, have him look at B. So Mr. 
16 Stellmon, please, first. 
17 BY MR. BOTIMER: 
18 Q. If you'd take a moment and refresh your memory, 
19 please, Officer Reimers. 
20 A. You bet. 
21 Q. Is that document not helpful? 
22 A. 
23 Q. 
24 A. 
25 Q. 
It is. Yes, sir. I'm ready for your question. 
All right. When did you call for backup? 
At~econds. { 
So almost three minutes. Would that have been 
16 
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1 after you made contact with my client? 
2 A. No; it was about a minute after I made the stop, 
3 so I would say, probably -- I'm not sure if it was 
4 before or after. Probably after. You know, typically, 
5 I've approached a vehicle within, you know, 30 seconds 
6 of making the stop for safety reasons. 
7 Q. If you'd hand that back to the marshal, please. 
8 
9 
10 A. 
11 Q. 
12 A. 
13 
14 Q. 
15 A. 
-16 Q. 
Yes, sir. 
Tell me wl:iat the articulal5le facts were tlfa'f 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And he stopped on the interstate on-ramp; 
correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. And the interstate on-ramp there, people are --
well, number one, that's a busy on-ramp; correct? 
A. I would agree; yes, sir. 
Q. And people are accelerating to highway speed; 
correct? 
10 A. 
11 Q. 
12 
Yes, sir. 
So that's not the safest place? 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
,22 
23 
24 
25 
made you think you needed a bac]wp.l 17 That's when you said you observed items in the 
~ . """ '~-A. I can't saywhatmymiridsetwas thaf day and why' 18 back; correct? 
Officer Weir was there also; correct? 
A. He was down -- he wasn't on scene. He was 
parked closer to Cole Road; yes. 
Q. All right. And the sole reason you stopped my 
client's vehicle was the failure to signal for five 
seconds before changing lanes; correct? 
17 
1 Q. All right. d you returned to the vehicle ana 
2 xou asked' l:iim to get out ofthe vehicle; correctJ 
3 A. 
4 Q. Now, at that point, he essentially asked you why 
5 you wanted him to get out of the vehicle; do you 
6 remember that? 
7 A. 
8 Q. 
Ido. 
And you tokl him, "because I asked you to" . Do 
9 you remember that? 
10 A. Yes; I do. 
11 Q. Now at that point you're not taking no for an 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
answer. You want him out of the vehicle; correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. All right. And he was being detained? 
A. Yes. 
Q. All right. And at that point you wan! him out_ 
17 of the vehicle to have Officer Williams issue him a 
18 citation? 
19 A. 
20 Q. 
21 A. 
22 Q. 
Officer Jones. 
Officer Jones. 
Yes, sir. 
And that citation would· be for an infraction; J 
23 correct? \ 
24 A. 
25 Q. 
Yes, sir. 
All right. At this point, had you observed any 
19 
19 A. Yes, sir. 
20 Q. When you returned to your vehicle, you ran him 
21 through dispatch as your normal policy; correct? 
22 A. Right. Yes, sir. 
23 Q. 
24 correct? 
25 A. 
1 
2 
3 
weapons upon him? 
A. 
Q. 
4 past? 
5 A. 
No, sir. 
\No, sir . 
. 
18 
6 Q. CJMl you see any drug contraband in the y:ehicle? 
7 A. N9, sir. ' - -~ 
8 
9 
MR. BOTIMER: Officer Reimers, thank you. 
No further questions, Judge. 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 
THE COURT: Counsel. 
10 
11 
12 MR. STELLMON: Nothing additional, Your Honor. 
13 Thank you. 
14 THE COURT: Okay. You can step down. Thank 
15 you. 
16 THE WITNESS: Thank you, Judge. 
17 MR. STELLMON: Your Honor, the state calls 
18 Officer Williams. 
19 
20 SHANE WILLIAMS, 
21 Called by and on behalf of the State was sworn to tell 
22 the truth and testified as follows: 
23 
24 MR. BOTIMER: Judge, because Officer Williams 
25 and I have been both in this business longer than we 
20 
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1 want to admit, I will stipulate to his background, 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
training and experience, if Mr. Stellman would so agree. 
MR. STELLMON: Thank you, counsel. 
Thank you, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: And good afternoon, Officer 
Williams. Thank you for being here. 
THE WITNESS: Hello. 
THE COURT: Whenever you're ready. 
MR. STELLMON: Thank you. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
12 BYMR.STELLMON: 
13 Q. Will you, please, tell us your name and spell 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
your last name. 
A. Yes. Shane Williams. W-i-1-1-i-a-m-s. 
Q. And you are employed with the Boise City Police 
Department? 
A. Yes; lam. 
Q. About how long have you been employed with Boise 
City? 
A. 24 years now. 
Q. So you did admit it. Law enforcement in 
general, any additional time? 
A. No; I've already worked for Boise Police. 
Q. Very well. 
A. 
Q. 
Yes; I did. j 
What did, if anything, did you discover in the 
ashtray in the front console? 
21 
A. That was the first thing I discovered, and I 
found a -- it was a white prescription pill was inside 
the ashtray. 
Q, Did you take any steps to identify this 
prescription pill? 
A. Yes; I did. Using the number on the top of the 
pill, I went ahead and got my I-phone out and used one 
of the drug ID programs. Basically, describe the pill, 
type in the number and that tells you what the pill is. 
Q. It gives you a presumptive assessment then? 
A. Correct. And I had seen them before quite a few 
times. I had a pretty good idea that it was probably 
Hydrocodone. 
Q. Did you give the pill to Officer Weir? 
A. I did; yes. 
Q. And Officer Reimers was there on scene as well; 
is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you help continue to search in the vehicle? 
A. I did; yeah. I moved around to the back hatch 
area of the vehicle, and, when I looked in the back, I 
discovered a firearm. It was a long gun with brown 
23 
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I'd like to talk about June 18, 2015, kind of 
the eastbound on-ramp near Cole and Spectrum. Are you 
familiar with that date, that time and place? 
A. Yes; lam. 
Q. Were you working? 
A. I was. 
Q. Did you assist Officers Weir and Reimers on a 
traffic stop there? 
A. Yes; I did. 
Q. What was your role when you arrived? 
A. Initially, they'd had another vehicle pull up in 
12 the traffic -- in front of their traffic stop. They 
13 just wanted some extra support there, some extra backup, 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
so they called for me. That, in fact, did occur. There 
was a female in a separate car parked in front of the 
defendant's car, which--
Q. Indications (inaudible)? 
A. I did real quickly. We were on the freeway, and 
I asked her what she was doing there. She said she 
20 didn't know, so I told her to proceed. 
21 Q. Did she take off? 
22 A. She did; yes. 
23 Q. After that, did you assist Officer Weir in . '} 
24 searching llie-Blazer tlia t fiad been""occupioo oy Mr. 
~.;. ~ j 
25 'Bonilla? \ 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
22 
stock, black barrel. 
Q. Did it appear to be a rifle or a shotgun? 
A. A shotgun. 
Q. Did you give that to Officer Weir for processing 
as well? 
A. Yes; I did. 
MR. STELLMON: Thank you, sir. I do not have 
any other questions for you. Thank you. 
THE COURT: Mr. Botimer. 
MR. BOTIMER: Thank you. 
cR.oss-¥:XAMINATION 
BY MR. BOTIMER: 
Q. Officer Williams, if you remember, what exactly 
was the call for assist? Was it just an assist, or did 
they have a reason they wanted you to be there? 
A. Yeah; it was -- they stated right over the 
radio. I don't remember which one of them called it 
out, but it was words to the effect of we just had an ; 
additional vehicle pull up in front of-:ur ti-affic stop:· I 
We'd like a Code 1 assist. 
Q. And what is a Code 1 for the record? ; 
A. Itjus~ means respond there, not, you know, t 
lights and sirens, but do get there. I 
Q. All right. And I think you said in your report 
24 
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1 it took you about a minute to get there? 
2 A. I didn't write a report, and I wasn't very far. 
3 I was at Franklin and Cole. I remember that when I got 
4 the call so, yeah, a minute, minute-and-a-half to get up 
5 to that area. 
6 
7 
8 
9 
Q. Now, when you got there, there was a Blazer 
there, which was my client's car and behind that was 
Officer Reimers' marked police vehicle; is that correct? 
A. Correct. Yes. 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
Q. .. .,....,.,,. ______ ..,. ___ J 
Correct. 17 A. 
18 Q. All right. And what were Officer Weir's duties 
that day to the best of your memory? 
A. Just being a police officer. 
Q. All right. 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
A. I don't know. I was just driving around when I 
got the call. 
Q. Do you know what his normal assignment is? _ 
A. Yeah; he works in tlie community policing unit. 
1 further additional testimony to present. I do have 
2 State's Exhibit 1 and 2 . State's Exhibit 1 is an Idaho 
25 
3 State Forensic report related to Boise Department No. 
4 2015-510777, and then also the substance revealed 
5 methamphetamine and Hydrocodone. I'll submit that for 
6 the court's entertainment. 
7 I also have State's Exhibit 2, which is a --
8 served by judgment of conviction out of Superior Court 
9 of California for Anthony Robert Bonilla, first-degree 
10 burglary. With that, Your Honor, the state rests 
11 MR BOTIMER: Judge, for the purposes of today's 
12 hearing, I'm not going to object to No. 1, and I'm going 
13 to take a moment to review No. 2 with my client. 
14 Judge, for purposes of today's hearing, we're 
15 not going to object to State's No. 2. 
16 THE COURT: Okay. 1 and 2 are admitted. 
17 (State's exhibits No. 1 and 2 admitted.) 
18 MR. STELLMON: And, with that, Your Honor, the 
19 state rests. 
20 MR. BOTIMER: What's that, Judge? 
21 THE COURT: I hadn't said anything. I was 
22 waiting for you. Are you presenting anything today? 
:: 23 MR BOTIMER: No, Judge. 
24 THE COURT: Okay. 
25 Any closing from the state? 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-7022 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
Q. All right. Ana does he work out of uniform in 
an undercover capacity? 
A. Yes. In fact, I see him working in plain 
clothes quite a bit. 
Q. 
Reimers' canine going around the vehicle; correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
And, tell me, what's your dog's name again. 
Jardo. 
Jardo. Jardo wasn't involved in this case? 
' 11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
A. No; he wanted to be. He was in the hack barking 
like crazy. He wanted in on the action hut it was 
16 Camo's day. 
17 Q. All right. All right. 
18 MR BOTIMER: So, Officer Williams, thank you. 
19 No further questions. 
20 Thank you, Judge. 
21 THE COURT: Mr. Stellmon. 
22 MR STELLMON: Nothing further. Thank you. 
23 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. You can step 
24 down. Appreciate it. 
25 MR STELLMON: Your Honor, I don't have any 
26 
1 MR STELLMON: Your Honor, I'd like to submit 
2 the matter to the court's discretion, but I do, please, 
3 reserve a rebuttal argument. 
4 THE COURT: Okay. 
5 Mr. Botimer. 
6 MR BOTIMER: Judge, I think at this point, as 
7 the court probably has guessed, we're going to be filing 
8 a motion in the district court, but I'll submit the 
9 matter to the court at this time because I think 
10 probably these matters need to be taken up with a full 
11 chance to brief and have hearings on them. 
12 THE COURT: I think I know where you're going, 
13 but I do find there is sufficient probable cause to bind 
14 this over at this point in time. That's what I'm going 
15 to do, and bond will remain at 200,000. I'll get you a 
16 date in a moment. I'm going to return State's 1 and 2 . 
17 And, to be clear, I'm binding over on the three 
18 felonies. 
19 Okay. You'll be in front of Judge Norton on 
20 June 25 at 9:00 o'clock. All right. Take care of 
21 yourself, Mr. Bonilla. 
22 THE DEFENDANT: 
23 (Proceedings concluded.) 
24 
25 
27 28 
Penny Tardiff, CSR #712 - (208) 287-7588 
7 of 7 sheets Page 25 to 28 of 28 
000063
.. 
REPORTER'S 
State of Idaho 
County of Ada 
ss. 
C E R T I F I C A T E 
I, Penny L. Tardiff, Certified shorthand 
reporter for the State of Idaho do hereby CERTIFY: 
That the foregoing transcript is a transcript 
of the hearings made of the proceedings In the Matter 
of: "STATE OF IDAHO v. ANTHONY R. BONILLA," before the 
HONORABLE DANIEL STECKEL, in and for the County of Ada; 
that the foregoing 32 pages of this transcript contains 
as accurate and complete a transcription of said 
recording as I was able to make. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my 
hand this 7th day of July, 2015. 
7~{.1°4fr 
Penny L. Tardiff, 
Court Reporter CSR No. 712 
000064
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
• 
SEP O 1 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By ARIC SHANK 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
DISCOVERY 
RESPONSE TO COURT 
COMES NOW, James E. Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of 
Ada, State ofldaho, and informs the Court that the State has complied with the Defendant's Request 
for Discovery. 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this_[_ day of September, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETIS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
<>ma.......,.-. ogt 
De uty Prosecuting Attorney 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 366 
Boise, Id. 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
NO.·------:,,~--~""'"°"'t..-.J._~=-F1LE~ -J -;tC) A.M, ____ ..,-.M. ___ _ 
SEP O 1 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. R1CH, Cler!{ 
0y ARiC SHA?-JK 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
TO THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT: 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, pursuant to Rule 16 of the Idaho Criminal 
Rules, requests Discovery and inspection of the following: 
(1) Documents and Tangible Objects: 
Request is hereby made by the prosecution to inspect and copy or photograph books, papers, 
documents, photographs, tangible objects or copies or portions thereof, which are within the 
possession, custody or control of the defendant, and which the defendant intends to introduce in 
evidence at trial. 
(2) Reports of Examinations and Tests: 
<REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY (BONILLA), Page I 
000066
The prosecution hereby requests the defendant to permit the State to inspect and copy or 
photograph any results or reports of physical or mental examinations and of scientific tests or 
experiments made in connection with this case, or copies thereof, within the possession or control of 
the defendant, which the defendant intends to introduce in evidence at the trial, or which were 
prepared by a witness whom the defendant intends to call at the trial when the results or reports 
relate to testimony of the witness. 
(3) Defense Witnesses: 
The prosecution requests the defendant to furnish the State with a list of names and 
addresses of witnesses the defendant intends to call at trial. 
( 4) Expert Witnesses: 
The prosecution requests the defendant to provide a written summary or report of any 
testimony that the defense intends to introduce pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16( c )( 4 ), including 
the facts and data supporting the opinion and the witness's qualifications. 
(5) Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 19-519, the State hereby requests that the defendant 
state in writing within ten (10) days any specific place or places at which the defendant claims to 
have been at the time of the alleged offense and the names and addresses of the witnesses upon 
whom he intends to rely to establish such alibi. 
DATED this_/ day of September, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada~Attomey 
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e 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this vf' day of September, 2015, I caused to be served, 
a true and correct copy of the foregoing Request for Discovery upon the individual( s) named below 
in the manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W. Front Street, Room 
1107, Boise, Idaho 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
~ By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
o By emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
o By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for pickup at the 
Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attorney( s) at the facsimile number: ___ _ 
Legal Assistant 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
SEP D 4 2015 
CHRi870PHf.R D. G'SH, C!ork 
O~· Ar.;ic SHl>.({1C 
DEPUTY 
I~ 0\, James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Id. 83 702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TO: Craig Steveley, his Attorney of Record, you will please take notice that on the 17th day 
of September, 2015, at the hour of9:00 of said day, or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney James E. Vogt will move this Honorable Court for a Motion to 
Continue in the above-entitled action. 
DATED this ..... h- day of September, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this I/A day of September, 2015, I caused to be served, 
a true and correct copy of the foregoing Notice of Hearing upon the individual named below in the 
manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W. Front Street, Room 1107, 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
o By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
o By emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
~ By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for pickup at the 
Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attomey(s) at the facsimile number: ___ _ 
Legal Assistant 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
NO·-----,,.--.----
- A.M. ____ F-IL~~6? a? 
SEP O 4 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. AJCH, Clerf( 
By MEG KEENAN 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
· THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
COMES NOW, James E. Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Ada County, State of 
Idaho, and moves this Court to continue the Jury Trial set in the above entitled matter to a suitable 
time for Court and Counsel based on officer unavailability. 
DATED this i-/ day of September, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _!f!!2 day of September, 2015, I caused to be served, 
a true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion to Continue upon the individual named below in the 
manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W. Front Street, Room 1107, 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
o By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
o By emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
~ By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By informing the office of said individual( s) that said copies were available for pickup at the 
Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attorney( s) at the facsimile number: ___ _ 
Legal Assistant 
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~/\ JAN M. BENNETTS 
\]\I Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
CHRISTOPHER CL RICH, Clerk 
B KAiRINA CHRISTENSEN 
y ()EPlJ'f•/ 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 West Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, ID 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA .. 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
________________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE 
COMES NOW, James E. Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the County of Ada, 
State ofldaho, and objects to Defendant's Motion to Suppress. 
FACTS 
On May 18, 2015 Boise City Police Officer Terry Weir observed a vehicle driven by 
Anthony Bonilla speeding and then making an illegal lane change by not using his signal for 5 
seconds or 100 feet. Officer Will Reimers stopped Bonilla at the on-ramp to 1-84 from Cole Rd. 
and contacted him. Reimers asked Bonilla to exit the vehicle so that Officer Jones could issue a 
citation to him for the lane change violation. During the initial traffic stop a Honda pulled 
immediately in front of the traffic stop. Reimers observed Bonilla speaking on his cell phone and 
~ OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE (BONILLA) Page I 
000073
had some concern that Bonilla may be communicating with the driver of the Honda. Reimers 
directed an assist officer to contact the Honda. 
Bonilla opened the driver's door, and Reimers observed a "D" cell Mag Light on the floor 
between the driver's seat and the driver's door. Reimers knows from his training and experience 
that this is a common place where people keep impact weapons like flashlights and clubs. 
Reimers asked Bonilla if he had any other weapons on his person and if he could check Bonilla. 
Bonilla said, "yes, you can pat me down". When Reimers lifted his T-shirt, he observed a plastic 
baggie containing a green organic substance, consistent with marijuana. When Reimers asked 
Bonilla whether the substance was marijuana, Bonilla responded that the substance was 
manJuana. 
Reimers worked with his drug-detecting dog and searched Bonilla's vehicle. Reimers and 
other assisting Officers found paraphernalia, suspected methamphetamine, suspected marijuana, 
hydrocodone, temazepam, and a shotgun. Bonilla's 2003 conviction for burglary makes him a 
prohibited possessor of firearms. 
Bonilla was charged by complaint of seven (7) crimes. A preliminary hearing was held 
June 17, 2015, and Bonilla was bound over to District Court. Bonilla now moves to suppress 
evidence. 
ARGUMENT 
A police officer may order the driver and occupants out of the vehicle during a traffic 
violation stop. The United States Supreme Court established that "an officer making a traffic 
stop may order passengers to get out of the car pending the completion of the stop. Maryland v. 
Wilson, 519 U.S. 408,415 (1997). The Supreme Court also held in Pennsylvania v. Mimms, 434 
U.S. 106 that "police officers may order the driver to get out of the vehicle without violating the 
Fourth Amendment proscription of unreasonable searches and seizures" stating that the "de 
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minimus" additional intrusion of requiring a driver, already stopped, to exit the vehicle is not a 
violation of 4th Amendment rights 
Here the police officer asked the defendant to step out of the vehicle after he was stopped 
for a traffic violation. Per the court's ruling in Wilson and Mimms, the police officer may order 
the driver to get out of the vehicle without violating the defendant's Fourth Amendment 
protections against unreasonable search and seizure. As such, the officer's request of the 
defendant to get out of the vehicle was not a constitutional rights violation. 
A police officer may conduct a pat down search on the driver of a vehicle if the officer 
"harbors reasonable suspicion that the person subjected to the frisk is armed and dangerous." 
Arizona v. Johnson, 555 U.S. 323 (2009). The reasonable suspicion requirement articulated here 
by the court is the same requirement proscribed for pedestrians in Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 30 
(1968). "After Wilson ... the court stated in dictum that officer who conduct "routine traffic 
stop[s]" may perform a pat down of a driver and any passenger upon reasonable suspicion that 
they be armed and dangerous. That forecast, we now confirm, accurately captures the combined 
thrust of the Court's decisions in Mimms, Wilson, and Brendlin." Johnson at 332 (internal 
citations omitted). 
In the instant case, the officer observed a "D" cell Maglite in the door compartment of the 
vehicle when the defendant stepped out of the vehicle. From the officer's knowledge and 
experience he realized that individuals with similar flashlights stored in the door panel use the 
flash light as a weapon. As such, the officer had a reasonable suspicion that the defendant may 
be armed and dangerous. He therefore conducted a legal pat down of the driver as proscribed for 
pedestrians in a normal Terry stop. Whatever the officer discovers in plain view during the 
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lawful execution of a Terry stop is not fruit of the poisonous tree and is admissible as evidence. 
See Minnesota v. Dickersoon, 508 U.S. 366,374 (1993). 
Additionally, the 9th Circuit has held that, "Terry does not in terms limit a weapons 
search to a so-called "pat down" search. Any limited intrusion designed to discover guns, knives, 
clubs or other instruments of assault are permissible." See United States v. Hill, 545 F.2d 1191, 
1193 (9th Cir. Ariz. 1976). In the Hill case the court determined that lifting of a t-shirt was an 
unobtrusive way for the officer to search for weapons. The instant case is similar. In order for 
Reimers to see Bonilla's beltline, a place where weapons are often concealed, Reimers had to lift 
Bonilla's t-shirt. There is no Terry violation in the instant case. 
Finally, Bonilla consented to the search of his person. Consent searches are a recognized 
exception to the warrant requirement. Consent to search must be given freely and voluntarily and 
the consenting party must have proper authority over the property to be searched. United States 
v. Matlock, 415 U.S. 164, 94 S.Ct. 988 (1974); Schneckloth v. Bustamante, 412 U.S. 218, 93 
S.Ct. 2041 (1973); State v. Johnson, 110 Idaho 516, 716 P.2d 1288 (1986); State v. Fleenor, 133 
Idaho 552, 989 P.2d 784 (Ct.App. 1999); State v. Abeyta, 131 Idaho 704, 963 P.2d 387 
(Ct.App.1998); and State v. Whiteley, 124 Idaho 261, 858 P.2d 800 (Ct.App.1993). Consent may 
be manifested by words, gesture, or conduct. State v. Staatz, 132 Idaho 693, 978 P.2d 881 
(Ct.App. 1999); and State v. Knapp, 120 Idaho 343, 815 P.2d 1083 (Ct.App. 1991). 
The scope of the consent may be limited temporally or physically and it must be 
evaluated based on the totality of the circumstances. See State v. Harwood, 133 Idaho 50, 981 
P.2d 1160 (Ct.App. 1999) (officers did not exceed temporal scope of defendant's consent to 
search his motel room for bondee). In addition, the scope of the consent is measured by a 
standard of objective reasonableness: "what would the typical reasonable person have understood 
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by the exchange between the officer and the suspect." Florida v. Jimeno, 500 U.S. 248,251, 111 
S.Ct. 1801, 1803 (1991) (general consent to search vehicle extends to closed containers located 
inside vehicle). See State v. Zaitseva, 135 Idaho 11, 13 P.3d 338 (2000) (general unlimited 
consent to search vehicle includes consent to search containers in vehicle); State v. Silva, 134 
Idaho 848, 11 P.3d 44 (Ct.App. 2000); State v. Staatz, 132 Idaho 693, 978 P.2d 881 (Ct.App. 
1999); and State v. Frizzel, 132 Idaho 522, 975 P.2d 1187 (Ct.App.1999). In the instant case 
Bonilla consented to Reimers' search of his person. Therefore there is no Fourth Amendment 
violation. 
CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, there was no Fourth Amendment violation. The State 
respectfully asks the Court to DENY Defendant's Motion to Suppress . 
./ 
DATED this I) day of September, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
B es E. Vogt 
D puty Prosecuting Attorney 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE (BONILLA) Page 5 
000077
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /~ day of September, 2015, I caused to be 
served, a true and correct copy of the foregoing State's Objection to Defendant's Motion to 
Suppress Evidence upon the individual(s) named in the manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada 
County Public Defender, 200 W. Front Street, Room 1107, Boise, Idaho 83702 
-/15 By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
CJ By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
Cl By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
Cl By emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
CJ By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for pickup at 
the Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
CJ By faxing copies of the same to said attomey(s) at the facsimile number: ___ _ 
Legal Assistant to James Vogt 
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Judge Norton 091715 Janinlorsen Penny Tardiff • Courtroom508 
St. v. Anthony Bonilla 
I 
-.11:07:15M,![De~~~t. -____ ........ -·---~E=::=-
J.1,;.QZ: 19 AM l State Attorney - Jim Vogt---.. ·------·-.. ·--.. + ......... --·-.. ·------.. -·--·-.. -... -.... ---.. ·-·"··--.. -
11 :~7:24 AM l Public D!!.~nder -_C?,r~.~~-~!!~~!ey ·-----... k ... _ .. ___ _ _____ .. _ .... _ .. _____ _ 
11 :07:27 AM Judge Nort~.!!. ....... - .... ·-···---·-·-·----·-·-.. ·-· i inqat~ as to the status of this case. __ 
11 :07:32 AM, Public Defer!~~! .. ~---·---- I advises ·still going to trial. · __ _ 
11 :07:57 AM .1 State Attorney - · ,1 advises he filed a Motion to Continue the trial 
·------ __ .. ______ ... . ___ and noticed it yp for today. 
11 :08:25 AM J Judge Norton I com':'8nts regarding the suppression 
·- 't ... ,___ ,_ ..... .,in!!l~rnl~----· -·-· ·-· __ ,, ____ .. 
11:09:17 AM State Attorney- !argues his Motion to Continue. '""""""----+-,,-.. ,______ _ __ .. ---.. ,-....... _.; ...... -... ----·-----·-----
11 :09:23 AM I Public Defender - I argues in opposition and if reset, that he be 
·-·-·---.. ··----:+------·- __ ,, ______ .. _____ .. ____ .J.released ROR·-----·-·--·--·--------·-
11 :09:44 AM I Judge Norton .. · i inquires. 
~~=1=~-·--=_=,=:_vmhtheCfsi~= 
11: 11 :03 AM I Judge Norton I continues the. matter to Nov. 2 at 8:30 for a 2 
1 j day JT and sets the PTC Oct. 8 at 11 :00 and 
the Motion to SU ess. 
\ 
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~u;11:3~ ' 1. ___ .. _...,_, 
SEP 1 7 2015 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL 8~~-~~~;1 ~::: 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA D[I--~fTY 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. CRFE /5-7fJ2.'2-
vs. ~~TICE OF JURY TRIAL 
r:tmhm't13wi 114 ' AND ORDER GOVERNING PROCEED! NGS 
- efendant. 
Appearances: 
Prosecuting Attorney Counsel for the State 
Public Defender or Counsel for Defendant 
THIS IS YOUR NOTICE OF TRIAL SETIING 
THE ABOVE ENTITLED MATTER HAS BEEN SET FOR TRIAL BEFORE THE CO 
A JURY ON A)oV, '2- . 2otSTo COMMENCE AT THE HOUR OF a:3o URTAN AM. 
THIS TRIAL WILL CONTINUE DAILY THEREAFTER UNTIL COMPLETED, SKIPPIN 
THURSDAYS. 
ll :ro Debt<l' A PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE IS SET FOR ,205,AT~ 
DEFENDANT WILL BE AVAILABLE PERSONALLY WITH COUNSEL AT THIS P 
AM. TH 
RE-TRIA 
~EIS SE 
Hef\lUI(~ CONFERENCsf NLESS EXCUSED BY THE COURT. A S1t<TUS ee~FEREr FOR to , I 2015 AT-9:fflrAM. vwea;~1c))\) 
. 'lc,.,Wl 
'()/~I A mutual discovery compliance date is ordered on or before 
File all pretrial motions governed by I.C.R. 12 no later than 14 days after the compliance 
discovery or otherwise show good cause, upon formal motion, why such time limits 
_, 2015. 
date set fo 
should b 
ce. enlarged. Motions in limine shall be in writing and filed 5 days prior to the pretrial conferen 
Jury instructions, exhibit and witness lists must be submitted to the Court prior to pretrial conference. 
Alternate iudoe panel under I.C.R. 25(a)(6) 
Hon. George D. Carey Hon. Gerald Schroeder 
Hon. Dennis Goff Hon. Kathrvn A. Sticklen 
Hon. Daniel C Hurlbutt, Jr. Hon. Renae Hoff 
Hon. James Judd Hon. Hon James Morfitt 
Hon. Duff McKee Hon. William Woodland 
Hon. Darla Williamson Hon. Ronald Wilper 
Hon. Thomas Neville 
Any sitting Fourth District Judge 
Copies hand-delivered in court to above counsel. 
LYNN~udge 
Notice of Trial 
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Time Speaker Note 
12:20:19 PMi ,st. v. Anthony Bonilla 
i I CRFE15-7022 Pre-Trial I ! Conference/ Cust Motion 
··---··································---1-.............. -·-··-···························-····-·················--··--·-··-··········----l.to Su~ess ·-··----····--·--·-···--···---·--------··-····-··-········--· 12:20:31 PM I Defendant !Defendant is present in custody . 
.. 11:iQ: 3§ ... ~ l State. Attorney .. -. Jim_ Vogt·····----·-·-········--·-T .... ·-····-·-···············-··-···-----·-·--·····--····-----·-·----··-·······-········-···· 
12:20:37 PM i Public Defender - Craig Steveley I 
.rm.a .............. :.: ..... - =··t··-··········-··-·································---·············-·-----·····-··--+··-···········--··················-······ ···-·----···········-·······-···· 12:20:44 PM i Judge Norton I reviews the file and inquires as to exhibit, 
I I witness lists and jury instructions. 
12:22:og···PM i State Attorney -····-·--········ · · · ·-·--······················!"advises ··he· emailed them to the··c1erk··earlier ····· 
I I and submits hard copies to the Court now. 
12:22:23···PM f·Judge ·Norton ·············--·-····-··---·····-·--···················-t comments regarding· Ct"°III. -·-·······------·······-·--······--······ 
12:24:34 PMf State Attorney - l comments and requests another status 
i ! conference. 
·---···-····-··-··················--· .. ·--········-----························-----·······---------·---············-····· --···········-·-····-·······--·-········---·-··----··-··-··-·······--··· 12:26:41 PM I Public Defender - I comments and also requests a continued · 
I I status conference after this hearing and i I requests to defer on his jury instructions. 
··············-·······-·-·-···············...l-·········-·······················-------·-·············-.. ··································-······················...l········································--·----···········--···········-·-·······································-································-· -12:26:50 PM j Judge Norton j will give until close of business on Oct. 15th. 
! I 
12:27:14 PM j Judge Norton j inquires as to witnesses with Counsel's 
--·········--··················-J···-··············-················-······-·-····--·············--·····-··--·············--·····················t·inte~rsed comments.---··········-···-··--·-······-······--······· 12:27:38 PM I State Attorney - 1 requests to add Brian Jones to his witness 
··············---··--························L.·········-.. ···························-----················-··---························--··· ..................... i. list .. bY. interlineation. --·························--···················-··········--······--·-······-······ 
12:27:48 PM! Public Defender - ! is fine with that. 
............... m .. .. .... .:. ...... :.::+-........... - .......................... ___ ........................................................................................... f ................... - .................... _. ................... - ......................................... - ................................................ _ .. ,,, .. ,_ .. , .... .. 
12:27:52 PM j Judge Norton I amends the list by interlineation and inquires 
············-·················---·············!·················---·················--·--.. ··········-······················-··············································-···············l as to .. anyj!vidence. ··················-··········--··-·-·····················-········-········-
12 :29: 06 PM I State Attorney - I responds with the Ct's interspersed 
I ! 
. i ! comments. 
··1·2:30:.34 PM·j·Judge Norton·······························-·················-···························--···--·-···Tadvises the··parties··to··meet-and-confer ·····-········· 
·········--···················----·········...l··················-·-················-········-·····-······················-·······················································--·····! re~rdingJ_he .. exhibits.--························---·······-··············--·-·······-········· 12:32:09 PM I Judge Norton j advises there will be 11 peremptory 
I I challenges for each side and will have one 
········--···························-······..l..·-···········---····-·······-·······························-·····-···-.. ························································..l. alternate. ················-·································--·····---·-·······················--····-········· _ 12:32:48 PM 'I Public Defender - i advises a few days ago the State gave him a 
1 I final offer and his client is rejecting that offer. 
i ! 
12:33:47 PM i Judge Norton i has him sign an Acknowledgement of Offer 
! ! of Settlement. 
.. 12:.34:.58. PM t. Public .. Defender .. -······-·---·············-··------······---···J comments.··-········---····--··-········-·················--··············-······-········-
.. 1..is~.~-:J_pJ~M. Judge Norton .............................. _ .......... ---···········-·- I comments.··········-·-··"···-···-·················--·· ..... ·····-··-.. ·····--······-
12:38: 12 PM State Attorney - will stipulate that their was a search and 
seizure and it was a warrantless search. 
12:38:58 PM Judge Norton comments and advises with that the burden 
shifts to the State . 
. 1?.,;,i§.l2..f.M"'"state .. Attorney - -·········································· calls his .. first.witness .then ......................... --.. ·······························-······· 
12:39:52 PM Witness· Terry Weir is sworn by the Clerk. 
2112:4<f:'31"''p1V1 State .Attorney-·-···········································································-············ begins .. direct .. examination.··················································--···· .. ··-········· 
12:48:25 PM Public Defender - begins cross examination. 
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12:51 :49 PM !State Attorney - i has no further questions. 
~:~~:~~:~:~e:~~7-Weir =====t:~ish1::~_Mtness.==== 
12:52: 12 PM i Witness - Will Reimers i is sworn by the Clerk . 
. 1:2]t~:57 __ Pf.'A I State. Attorney ---........................................................................................ 1.begins .. direct. examination ........ - .. -............................. --....... - ........ .. 
01 :06:43 PM i Public Defender - ! begins cross examination. 
........... -·--=== ·=· .................. - ........................ _____ .... _ ..................................................................................... t .......... _._ .... ________ ............... __ ................................................................................. _ .._ .................. . 
01: 10:53 PM i State Attorney - 1 objects, calls for speculation; sustained . 
.. 01:1.0:5~.PM.[Public Defender - .................................................................................... .J.continues cross examination .................................. _.-.... -.......... -
01 :21 : 14 PM i State Attorney - I has no re-direct and will excuse him . 
.. 9 Lf _1_ :?~ufMJ Witness -.. Will .. Reimers ........................... -................................. ..J.steps. down ............ - ............................................. -............................ -.. -....... - ... -... -
01 :21 :33 PM! State Attorney - i advises the State rests. 
..... .. ............................... m.s .. ; ........................ __ ... , .. ,-, ....................................... - ................................................. -.-......... + .. --............. - ..................... - ............................................. , __ ................... --.. .................. _ 
01:21:39 PMiJudge Norton iinquires. 
01 :21 :40 fiM'f Public Defender - 1 has no evidence. - __ .. ___ ... ·-...... - ... 
01 :22:"05 PMi State Attorney - f argues in opposition to the Motion to 
... --..................................... _J_ .................. --................................ _ ........ ______ .. ______ .... __ J Suppress ............. _. _______________ ....... - .... - .. . 
01 :25:00 PM i Public Defender - i argues the Motion to Suppress . 
...... m ....... :.. ...... u .......... c m:.0-, .................... --...................................... _ ............... ____ ,,, ........ _ ...... ---1, ___ ... , ..... --................. ____ , .. _ ..... _ ............ -, .... _ ..................... _ ...... , .. ,-,, ... ,_ 
01 :30:46 PM I State Attorney - i has no reply . 
.. m .. :.. .................. .: .... : ... nn ""t·--............. ,_, __ ,,,, ............................ - ..................... _, ___ ........... _ ......... --f---· ... - ... ---·· ... ·······-....... _ . -·------·--....... _ 
01 :32:45 PM: Judge Norton i comments and will issue a written decision I i and advises it was a lawful stop and a lawful I i search and so advises she anticipates 
i I denying the Motion to Suppress . 
.............. _, ___ .................. j ----.... -........... -... ,-........................ - ....... _ .. ____ ... __ ....... -................ t ..,-.............. _ ................ _ .. ,_ .......... , ______ .......... -.--......... _ .. , ..- .. .. 
01 :34:20 PM i Judge Norton i inquires as to continuing a PTC. 
_91 =~34:~ .. P.~~ublic _ Defender_ - ___ ........... ____ ..................... -·----................... J requests .. the 22nd ... -... -........... ___ .... _ ................ --.--............... - ........ - ...... .. 
01 :34:35 PM 1 State Attorney - i is fine with that. 
01 :34To PM iJudge Norton f continues the PTC to Oct. 22 at 11 :00 . 
...... _,___ . :a.m •. .:a .. :::ar··--....................................... --.... - ............. - ..................................... ._.. ...................... ; .......................... _.. ........... , .... - .......... _____ ......................... - .......... _. __ ........... - ........ - ... .. 
01 :36:02 PM I Judge Norton ! comments regarding his Jury Instructions. 
i ! 
............ - .... -...... ____ ............. .! ............ - ........................... _______ , .......................................................... - .................... .1 ................ _ .............. _ .. __ .......... ___ ....... -....................................................................... - ..... _ ...... . 
01 :36:11 PM I Public Defender - !will go through the State's and get them in. 
j i 
01 :36: 19 PM f Judge Norton j comments. 
10/8/2015 2 of 2 
000082
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CR-FE-2015-0007022 
STATE'S PROPOSED JURY 
INSTRUCTION 
_______________ ) 
COMES NOW, James E. Vogt, Deputy Ada County Prosecuting Attorney, in the County 
of Ada, State of Idaho, and hereby submits the following jury instruction in anticipation of trial on 
the 2nd day of November 2015. 
Respectfully submitted this ~ day of October 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 1 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance with the 
Intent to Deliver, the state must prove: 
1. On or about the 18th day of May, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA possessed any amount of 
methamphetamine, 
4. the defendant either knew it was methamphetamine or believed it was a controlled 
substance 
5. the defendant intended to deliver that substance to another. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 2 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 2 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance, the state 
must prove: 
1. On or about the 18th day of May, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA possessed any amount of 
hydrocodone, 
4. the defendant either knew it was hydrocodone or believed it was a controlled 
substance. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 3 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 3 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Unlawfully Possessing a Firearm, the state must 
prove each of the following: 
1. On or about May 18th, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA knowingly possessed a firearm, and 
4. when doing so, the defendant previously had been convicted of a felony. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 4 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 4 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
---
• 
The term "firearm" means any weapon from which a shot, projectile or other object may be 
discharged by force of combustion, explosive, gas or mechanical means, whether operable or 
inoperable. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 5 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 5 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
---
• 
To establish the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA was convicted of a felony, the 
state must prove that the defendant pled guilty to or was found guilty of the crime of Burglary, a 
violation of Cal Penal Code§ 459-460(a), which was a felony under the law of California. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 6 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 6 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
• 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance, the state 
must prove: 
1. On or about the 18th day of May, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA possessed any amount of marijuana, 
4. the defendant either knew it was marijuana or believed it was a controlled substance. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 7 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 7 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
• 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance, the state 
must prove: 
1. On or about the 181h day of May, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA possessed any amount of 
Temazepam, 
4. the defendant either knew it was Temazepam or believed it was a controlled substance. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 8 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 8 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance, the state 
must prove: 
1. On or about the 18th day of May, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA possessed any amount of Quetiapine, 
4. the defendant either knew it was Quetiapine or believed it was a controlled substance. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (BONILLA) 9 
000091
STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 9 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of Drug Paraphernalia, the state must 
prove each of the following: 
1. On or about May 18th, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA possessed plastic baggies and/or a 
digital scale intending to 
4. contain and/or analyze a controlled substance. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
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STATE'S REQUESTED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 10 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
Under Idaho law, Methamphetamine, Hydrocodone, Marijuana, Temazepam, and 
Quetiapine are controlled substances. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Plaintiff, Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
VS. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
_______________ ) 
We, the Jury, unanimously find the defendant, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA: 
CountI 
NOT GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance with Intent to Deliver 
--
GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance with Intent to Deliver 
--
Count II 
--
NOT GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance-Hydrocodone 
__ GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance-Hydrocodone 
Count III 
NOT GUILTY of Unlawful Possession of a Firearm 
--
GUILTY of Unlawful Possession of a Firearm 
--
Count IV 
__ NOT GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance-Marijuana 
__ GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance-Marijuana 
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CountV 
NOT GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance-Temazepam 
---
___ GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance-Temazepam 
Count VI 
___ NOT GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance--Quetiapine 
___ GUILTY of Possession of a Controlled Substance--Quetiapine 
Count VII 
__ NOT GUILTY of Possession of Drug Paraphernalia 
__ GUILTY of Possession of Drug Paraphernalia 
Dated this __ day ofNovember 2015. 
Presiding Officer 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of October 2015, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document to: Craig Stevely, Ada County Public Defender's 
Office by the method indicated below: 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
__ U.S. MAIL (Postage Prepaid) 
-N FAX TRANSMISSION 
~ HAND DELIVERY 
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- -- ---- -------------------------------
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W Front Street, Room 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
STATE'S LIST OF POTENTIAL 
TRIAL WITNESSES 
_______________ ) 
COMES NOW, James E. Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of 
Ada, State of Idaho, and does hereby provide the following list of trial witnesses who have been 
issued a subpoena 
1. Kerry Hogan, Idaho State Police Criminalist 
2. William Reimers, Boise City Police Department 
3. Terry Weir, Boise City Police Department 
4. Shane Williams, Boise City Police Department 
S, ~ial'\.Jo'1\e'S. 1~CPD 
DATED this l_ day of October, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
es E. Vogt 
uty Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this __ 3_day of October, 2015, I caused to be served, a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing State's List of Potential Trial Witnesses upon the 
individual(s) named in the manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W. 
Front Street, Room 1107, Boise, Idaho 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
(}( By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
o By emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
o By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for pickup at 
the Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attorney( s) at the facsimile number: __ _ 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
e 1·; 
-., -~! • .,.._.--- ......... ... 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
_______________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
STATE'S EXHIBIT LIST 
·.·:·· tz·· .• "T.;LZ;'"· ._... 
.: .. 
. . ~- ,. , ............ ~~-
COMES NOW, James E. Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of 
Ada, State of Idaho, and submits its following exhibit list: 
1. Methamphetamines 
2. Packaging related to methamphetamines 
3. Scales 
4. Hydrocodone 
5. Marijuana 
6. Temazepam 
7. Quetiapine 
8. Packaging related to items 4-7 
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• 
9. Shotgun 
10. Judgment of Conviction for Burglary 
DATED this g day of October, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
li/i;..Ja~tt:"-Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of October, 2015, I caused to be served, a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing State's Exhibit List upon the individual(s) named in the 
manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada County Public Defender, 200 W. Front Street, Room 1107, 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
~ By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
o By emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
o By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for pickup at 
the Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attorney s at the facsimile number: ___ _ 
STATE'S EXHIBIT LIST (BONILLA), Page 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-7022 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER 
DENYING MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
The Defendant, through counsel, filed on August 20, 2015, a Motion to Suppress, with 
supporting memorandum.. The State filed an Objection to Defendant's Motion to Suppress 
Evidence on September 15, 2015. The matter came before the Court for oral argument on 
October 8, 2015. 
Appearances: 
James Vogt for the State 
Craig Steveley for the Defendant 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER DENYING MOTION TO SUPPRESS 1 
000101
FINDINGS OFF ACTS 
The Court finds these facts based upon the evidence presented at hearing, the transcript of 
the preliminary hearing, and the evidence submitted with briefing. 
On the afternoon of May 18, 2015, Boise Police Officer Terry Weir was serving as a 
neighborhood contact officer in an unmarked police car around Penninger Drive in Boise, Idaho. 
Officer Weir was aware of a "problem house" in the neighborhood and had received information 
from a source who had provided reliable information in the past that there may be a male outside 
of 2006 Penninger Drive in a vehicle which had been described as containing a mobile 
methamphetamine lab. Officer Weir drove past the house a couple of times and set up to watch. 
During this time, he saw the lift gate of a brown Chevrolet Blazer open and a shotgun could be 
seen in the cargo area of the vehicle. As the vehicle started to leave the location, Officer Weir 
contacted another police officer patrolling the area, Officer Reimers, and then Officer Weir 
followed the Blazer. Officer Weir recalled in his testimony that he told Officer Reimers that 
there was a shotgun in the described vehicle. Officer Weir observed the Blazer driving in the 
area at a high rate of speed, "clearly" in excess of 25 miles per hour in the area of Spectrum and 
Entertainment Drive. The vehicle pulled into a gas station to get gas and Officer Weir continued 
observing the vehicle. When finished, the Blazer again drove at a high rate of speed and 
changed lanes after signaling for ''just a second or two" and not fifty feet before the lane change. 
Boise Police Officer Will Reimers was also patrolling on the afternoon of May 18, 2015 
as a neighborhood contact officer although Officer Reimers is also a drug-detecting dog handler 
and had such canine with him that day in his marked police car. After Officer Weir phoned 
Officer Reimers and relayed that he was looking for a brown Chevy Blazer, Officer Reimers 
testified he located that vehicle in a location away from the house that had been watched. 
Officer Reimers acknowledged that Officer Weir had told him that Officer Weir had seen a 
shotgun in the vehicle. Officer Reimers testified he has nineteen years of experience and training 
as a police officer, including eleven years with Boise Police Department and eight years with the 
Eugene, Oregon, Police Department. He testified he holds a master's certification from the 
Idaho Peace Officer Standards Training. He testified he had specialized training and experience 
in vehicle speed estimations. He testified that he saw the brown Blazer travel at speeds estimated 
at 40 miles per hour in a 35 mile per hour zone. He also saw the vehicle change lanes without 
the required five seconds of signaling or 50 feet of signaling before the lane change. 
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Officer Reimers then used the signals on his marked police car to signal for the brown 
Blazer to stop. 1 Officer Reimers was uniformed and had a canine with him while Officer Weir 
was not uniformed and was in an unmarked car.2 Though the speeding and lane changing took 
place on Spectrum St., Defendant was pulled over on the onramp between Cole Road and 
Interstate 84.3 At the time, Defendant was operating a Chevy Blazer.4 Officer Reimers went to 
the Blazer, got the identification and registration from the driver. As Officer Reimers 
approached the vehicle, he noticed car audio stereo equipment, loose tools, and other items in the 
back of the vehicle. Officer Reimers immediately called for assistance even though Officer Weir 
was close at hand. 5 Officer Reimers received the Defendant's driver's license and registration, 
took them back to his patrol car, and ran the driver and vehicle for wants and warrants. During 
this time, Officer Reimers waited for the assistance to arrive. At the time Defendant was pulled 
over, Officer Reimers testified he did not think Defendant had drugs in the vehicle. Officer 
Reimers testified that the identification of the driver was Anthony Bonilla. 
Shortly after Defendant had been pulled over, Officer Reimers observed a white Honda 
stop in front of Defendant's vehicle. Officers Jones and Williams had arrived one or two minutes 
after the call for assistance and about this same time. When the white Honda pulled over, 
Officers Reimers, Jones and Williams were standing at the trunk of the patrol vehicle. Officer 
Reimers was concerned because the white vehicle was dividing the attention of the officer and 
Officer Reimers suspected it was someone who knew the Defendant. Officer Reimers directed 
Officer Williams to go and ask the white car to leave. While that occurs, Officers Reimers and 
Jones While Officers Jones and Reimers went to the Defendant's vehicle and Mr. Bonilla was 
talking on his cell phone. Officer Reimers asked Mr. Bonilla to exit his vehicle and at some 
point the Defendant briefly refused. Officer Reimers replied that Mr. Bonilla was to exit the 
vehicle before the officer said so to display authority and control over the situation. At some 
point, Mr. Bonilla acknowledged he knew the driver of the white Honda and Mr. Bonilla exited 
the vehicle. Close in time, the white Honda then drove away.6 Officer Reimers testified that he 
2 
3 
4 
s 
6 
Preliminary Hearing Transcript, dated Jun. 17, 2015, pp. 3 -4. 
Id., pp. 4 - 5. 
Id., pp. 3 - 4. 
Id., pp. 3 - 4. 
Id., pp. 16 - 17. 
Id., pp. 7, 22. 
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was concerned about officer safety at this point because Mr. Bonilla had earlier refused to get out 
of his vehicle, Mr. Bonilla had been talking on the cell phone during the traffic stop, the white 
Honda spontaneously stopped in front of a signaled traffic stop by a marked police car, and the 
Defendant knew the driver of the white Honda. Then, as the Defendant exited the vehicle, 
Officer Reimbers saw what appeared to be a six-inch two D-cell battery maglight in the driver's 
floorboard in the vehicle that in Officer Reimer's training and experience he recognized could be 
used as a club or a weapon. Officer Reimers considered Defendant detained at this point. 7 Based 
on all of these factors and his training and experience, Officer Reimers was concerned for the 
safety of the officers at the scene. After viewing the flashlight, Officer Reimers asked Defendant 
if there were any other weapons on his person. 8 Defendant indicated that there were no other 
weapons. Officer Reimers asked Defendant if Defendant would allow Officer Reimers to search 
Defendant for weapons.9 Defendant indicated that he would allow Officer Reimers to do such a 
search. 10 The Defendant consented to a search. The Defendant was wearing a loose-fitting T-
Shirt and some type of pants or shorts. Officer Reimers did not pat the outside of the clothing, 
which he stated was because he had been stuck by a syringe during a pat search within the last 
year. Instead, Officer Reimers lifted the shirt to look at the Defendant's waistband since that was 
the area where weapons were most commonly hidden. Officer Reimers observes a baggie with a 
green substance he recognizes in his training and experience to be marijuana hanging out of the 
Defendant's right pocket of his pants in plain view. Officer Reimers asked the Defendant if it 
was marijuana and the Defendant answered, "yes." 
Officer Reimers had intended to have Officer Jones continue writing the citation when 
the Defendant exited the vehicle while Officer Reimers deployed his drug-sniffing canine around 
the vehicle. Because of the sight of the marijuana, Officer Reimers then rather placed the 
Defendant under arrest for the marijuana, then had the dog deploy on the vehicle. The dog 
alerted on the vehicle for the presence of drugs. The vehicle was searched incident to arrest and 
additional drugs including methamphetamine, hydrocodone, Temazepam, Quetiapine, as well as 
plastic baggies and a digital scale were found and seized. The shotgun was also found. The 
State stipulated there was a warrantless search and seizure of these items. After running 
7 Id., p. 19. 
8 Id., pp. 8 - 9. 
9 Id., p. 9. 
10 Id., p. 9. 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER DENYING MOTION TO SUPPRESS 4 
000104
Defendant's driver's license, Officer Reimers had been informed that Defendant had a previous 
arrest for burglary in Elmore County. 11 
CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS 
The Fourth Amendment of the United States Constitution states: 
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants 
shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be 
seized. 
Section 17 of Article I of the Idaho Constitution states: 
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be violated; and no warrant 
shall issue without probable cause shown by affidavit, particularly describing the 
place to be searched and the persons or things to be seized. 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
W arrantless searches and seizures are presumptively unreasonable and in violation of the 
Fourth Amendment. In a proceeding on a motion to suppress evidence, the Defendant has the 
initial threshold burden to show that a seizure infringed on his own reasonable or legitimate 
expectation of privacy. State v. Haworth, 106 Idaho 405, 679 P. 2d 1123 (1984). The State 
stipulated there was a warrantless search in this case. Once the Defendant had met this initial 
burden, the burden of proof shifted to the State to show by a preponderance of the evidence that 
the search or seizure fell within an exception to requiring a warrant. California v. Acevedo, 500 
U.S. 565, 111 S.Ct. 1982 (1991); State v. Culbertson, 105 Idaho 128,666 P.2d 1139 (1983). The 
admissibility of evidence is within the discretion of the court. State v. Hudson, 133 Idaho 543, 
989 P .2d 285 (1999). 
An officer may stop a vehicle to investigate possible criminal behavior if the officer has a 
reasonable and articulable suspicion that the vehicle is being driven contrary to traffic laws. 
State v. Young, 144 Idaho 646, 648, 167 P.2d 783, 785 (Ct. App. 2007), citing US. v. Cortez, 
449 U.S. 441, 417, 101 S. Ct. 690, 694 (1981). "Such an investigative stop is an 'intermediate 
response' that allows an officer, who lacks probable cause to make an arrest, to actively 
investigate possible criminal behavior." State v. Cook, 106 Idaho 209, 214, 677 P.2d 522, 527 
11 Id., p. 5. 
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(Ct. App. 1984). An investigative detention "must be temporary and last no longer than is 
necessary to effectuate the purpose of the stop." State v. Guiterrez, 137 Idaho 647, 650, 51 P.3d 
461, 464 (Ct. App. 2002), quoting Florida v. Royer, 460 U.S. 491, 498, 103 S.Ct. 1319 (1983). 
In this case, Defendant was speeding and improperly changed lanes. Thus, the stop itself was 
reasonable. Although the defense contends this traffic stop was a pretext for a drug investigation 
to conduct a search the vehicle for items related to a drug investigation, this court does not agree. 
An officer must have a reasonable articulable suspicion to stop and detain an individual 
for investigatory purposes as an exception to the warrant requirement. Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 
88 S. Ct. 1868 (1968). The burden is upon the state to prove proper justification for such stop. 
US. v. Jeffers, 342 U.S. 48, 72 S.Ct. 93 (1951). While probable cause is not required for 
detention, only reasonable suspicion which is a "less demanding standard," the information 
underlying the detention must have some indicia of reliability and based on more than mere 
speculation, inarticulate hunches or instinct. State v. DuValt, 131 Idaho 550, 553, 961 P.2d 641, 
644 (1998); Terry, supra; State v. Flowers, 131 Idaho 205, 953 P.2d 645 (Ct.App. 1998). The 
validity of the stop is reviewed by an objective standard. Terry, supra; State v. Hobson, 95 
Idaho 920, 523 P.2d 523 (1974). 
An officer may stop a vehicle to investigate possible criminal behavior if the officer has a 
reasonable and articulable suspicion that the vehicle is being driven contrary to traffic laws. 
State v. Young, 144 Idaho 646, 648, 167 P.2d 783, 785 (Ct. App. 2007), citing US. v. Cortez, 
449 U.S. 441,417, 101 S. Ct. 690,694 (1981). An investigative detention "must be temporary 
and last no longer than is necessary to effectuate the purpose of the stop." State v. Guiterrez, 137 
Idaho 647,650, 51 P.3d 461,464 (Ct. App. 2002), quoting Florida v. Royer, 460 U.S. 491,498, 
103 S.Ct. 1319 (1983). A traffic stop by an officer constitutes a seizure of the vehicle's 
occupants and implications the Fourth Amendment's prohibition against unreasonable searches 
and seizures. State v. Brumfield, 136 Idaho 913, 915-916 (Ct. App. 2001). 
The lawfulness of the initial traffic stop to investigate the reasonable and articulable 
suspicion of failing to use a turn signal before lane change and speeding is clear. Officer 
Reimers failure to use the turn signal before the lane change and also observed the Defendant 
speeding. Officer Reimer's initial traffic stop and detention for these infractions was lawful 
based on the information that Officer Reimer knew. Although Officer Weir had additional 
information about possible drug activity at the house on Penninger, Officer Reimer testified that 
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he did not receive all that information and did not stop the Defendant for a drug investigation. 
Although the defense contends this was a pretextual stop, the officers who testified at the hearing 
were credible, the evidence was consistent, and there is not evidence that Officer Reimers knew 
of the suspicion of the Defendant possessing a mobile meth lab before or during the stop of the 
Defendant's vehicle. 
The issue for this court's determination is whether the stop was extended, and if so, 
whether any extension of the stop was justified by information sufficient to give rise to 
reasonable articulable suspicion of criminal activity unrelated to the initial stop. Brumfield at 
916. The subsequent investigative detention would be a permissible seizure if specific 
articulable facts justify the officer's suspicion that the detained person "is, has been, or is about 
to be engaged in criminal activity." State v. Grigg, 149 Idaho 361, 363 (Ct. App. 2010), citing 
Terry, supra, and State v. Sheldon, 139 Idaho 980 (Ct. App. 2003). The quality and quantity of 
the information needed to create reasonable suspicion for the extension of the investigative 
detention is less than that needed for probable cause to believe a crime has been committed, but 
must be more than a mere hunch or unparticularized suspicion. Grigg at 363. 
This State has met its burden of showing by a preponderance of the evidence and the 
court concludes the traffic stop was a seizure of the Defendant, that the Defendant was detained 
for an investigation, and the grounds for the original stop were reasonable. Reviewing this case 
under a totality of the circumstances, the detention of the defendant was clearly reasonable to 
secure the area for the officer's safety. Even though Officer Reimers called for backup early in 
this investigation, it does not appear that the stop was extended beyond the length of time 
necessary to address why the white car had pulled over and the reasons for the stop itself (i.e. the 
speeding and improper lane change). While the subjective thoughts of the officer are not relevant 
to this inquiry, the officer's observations on that afternoon establish the facts that the court must 
consider objectively in determining whether there was proper justification for such detention. 
Officers may ask a person to exit a vehicle during a traffic stop without violating the Fourth 
Amendment. See Pennsylvania v. Mimms, 434 U.S. 106, 111, 98 S. Ct. 330, 333, 54 L. Ed. 2d 
331 (1977); Maryland v. Wilson, 519 U.S. 408,411, 117 S. Ct. 882, 884-85, 137 L. Ed. 2d 41 
(1997). Additionally, the reviewing court must consider the facts know to the officer at the time 
of the frisk for weapons and the inference of risk of danger based on the totality of the 
circumstances. State v. Wright, 134 Idaho 79, 996 P.2d 298 (2000); State v. Fleenor, 133 Idaho 
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552, 989 P.2d 784 (Ct. App. 1999). In this case, the stop occurred on the onramp between Cole 
Road and Interstate 84. It is reasonable for the Officers to ask Defendant out of his car so that 
they could discuss the stop ( or in this case, as indicated by Officer Reimers, issue the actual 
citation) without having to stand with their backs facing oncoming traffic. Officer Reimers was 
able to articulate additional facts that indicated a specific point where he could infer the 
Defendant was dangerous including the spontaneous stop of a second vehicle while a marked 
police car is engaging in a traffic stop, the Defendant on his cell phone during the stop, the initial 
refusal to leave the vehicle, and the presence of a flashlight being stored in a manner consistent 
with weapon. All of these facts objectively gave proper justification for Officer Reimers to have 
an immediate concern for the safety of himself or others and to conduct a frisk of the Defendant 
for officer safety pursuant to Terry. 
However, instead of informing Defendant that he would be patted down, at this point, 
Officer Reimers asked Defendant if Defendant would allow him to search Defendant for 
weapons. Defendant consented to this request. 12 There are several limitations to consensual 
searches. First, the State has the burden of showing that the person giving consent had authority 
to do so. State v. Johnson, 110 Idaho 516, 522, 716 P.2d 1288, 1294 (1986). Defendant clearly 
had authority to give Officer Reimer consent to search Defendant's person. Next, "[A] consent to 
search does not mean the constitutional protection against unreasonable searches and seizures 
has been waived for all time and for all things. Rather, the temporal scope of a consent to a 
search is a factual determination to be made based upon the totality of the circumstances." State 
v. Harwood, 133 Idaho 50, 52, 981 P.2d 1160, 1162 (Ct. App. 1999) (citations and quotation 
marks omitted). In this case, there is no evidence that the search exceeded the temporal or 
location scope of the consent given. The officer did not extend the search unreasonably, or 
search Defendant's car. The search was limited to Defendant's person. Although the officer 
lifted the shirt to look at the pants waistline rather than pat outside the clothing, lifting 
Defendant's shirt to check Defendant's waistband for weapons was reasonable and within the 
scope of consent in this case. The State points to United States v. Hill for the proposition that, 
"lifting by the officer of [Defendant]'s shirt was not, under the circumstances, overly intrusive." 
United States v. Hill, 545 F.2d 1191, 1193 (9th Cir. 1976). Although Hill was decided in the 
12 Id. 
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context of a Terry stop, and not a consensual search, the court finds this act would be reasonable 
without consent and there is nothing in the evidence to indicate it was beyond the scope of the 
Defendant's consent. This act was not overly intrusive, was reasonable to ensure Defendant had 
no weapons, and such action is similarly within the scope of the search in this consensual search. 
Next, the Court must determine whether the consent to search was freely given or was a 
product of coercion. State v. Hansen, 138 Idaho 791, 796, 69 P.3d 1052, 1057 (2003). Consent 
granted under coercion or duress is not voluntary, and thus not a permissible search. State v. 
Staatz, 132 Idaho 693, 695, 978 P.2d 881, 883 (Ct. App. 1999). In this case, the State has shown 
that there is no evidence of coercion or duress. Officer Reimers asked Defendant to step from the 
car, which is a reasonable action. Even though it was accompanied by words such as "because I 
said so," such words were not so overly harsh or authoritarian to override the Defendant's later 
consent to search for weapons. Even though Officer Reimers indicated he believe Defendant to 
be detained at this point, there is no evidence of any other threats or discussion that took place 
which could be construed as threat, duress, or coercion. Defendant may not have thought he was 
free to leave, but that was because he was informed he would be given a citation for the traffic 
violations. Despite this, the consent appears to freely have been given. 
The final issue the Court must address in this regard is whether the scope of the 
consensual search was exceeded when Officer Reimers discovered a baggy sticking out of 
Defendant's pocket. This was not a situation where Officer Reimers patted the pocket and 
noticed something contained therein, and had to determine whether it was a weapon or 
something else. In this circumstance, during the consensual search for weapons, Officer Reimers 
saw a baggy sticking out of Defendant's pocket which he recognized in his training and 
experience as containing marijuana. "Police may lawfully seize evidence in plain view when 
executing a search warrant or when conducting a lawful warrantless search." Cooke v. State, 977 
A.2d 803, 854-55 (Del. 2009). 
In this case, the search of Defendant's person was a valid warrantless search because it 
was consensual. The Court agrees that in general, the search of Defendant's pockets when there 
was no reason to suspect there was a weapon in them would have gone beyond the scope of the 
consent, and have been impermissible. But this is not a plain feel case-it is plain view at that 
point because the Defendant had a baggie of marijuana sticking out of his pocket. When asked 
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what was significant about the baggie, Officer Reimers stated, "Well, the baggie contained a 
green organic substance consistent with marijuana."13 
An essential predicate to any valid warrantless seizure of incriminating evidence 
that the officer did not violate the Fourth Amendment in arriving at the place from 
which the evidence could be plainly viewed. There are, moreover, two additional 
conditions that must be satisfied to justify the warrantless seizure. First, not only 
must the item be in plain view; its incriminating character must also be 
immediately apparent. ... Second, not only must the officer be lawfully located in 
a place from which the object can be plainly seen, but he or she must also have a 
lawful right of access to the object itself. 
Horton v. California, 496 U.S. 128, 136-37, 110 S. Ct. 2301, 2308, 110 L. Ed. 2d 112 (1990). In 
this case, all three of those elements are met. The bag was sticking out of Defendant's pocket and 
the officer had a right to search Defendant (including Defendant's pocket) by Defendant's 
consent. The baggie appeared to contain marijuana. Officer Reimers stated he recognized, "it to 
be likely marijuana. "14 Thus, the incriminating nature of the baggie was immediately apparent. 
Because the baggie was in plain view during a lawful consensual search, there has been 
no Fourth Amendment violation. The search was permissible. There was no additional delay at 
this point. The Defendant was arrested. The drug-detecting canine was already at the scene, 
deployed on the vehicle, and alerted on contraband. The investigation was not further delayed. 
All subsequent searches of the car were based on probable cause after the dog alerted on the 
vehicle. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, Defendant's Motion to Suppress (filed Aug. 20, 2015) 1s 
DENIED. 
13 
14 
ORDERED and dated this 8th day of October, 2015. 
L~ 
District Judge 
Preliminary Hearing Transcript, dated June. 17, 2015, p. 9:25 - 10:1. 
Id., p. 10. 
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• Judge Norton 102215 Janin&rsen ·· Penny Tardiff • Courtroom503 Time Speaker Note 
01 :30:43 PM i i St. v. Anthony Bonilla I . i CRFE15-7022 Pre-Trial 
.............. ·-----·-····················· l·-················--··-·······"······································································································--.. -·········l Conference ........... Cust ··································-····--··················-··-····--········-· 01 :30:45 PM I Defendant I Defendant is present in custody . 
. 01@0:.53_.E.fviT State. Attorney .. -. Jim .Vogt ___ ·-----·····-···········-_j·····················-··············-··-·-·-········---·-------···········---···········-·····-····· 
01 :30:58 PM I Public Defender - Craig Steveley I 
--·········- - ................ , ..•............ - ... -···················-·············-·····················--.. ·························•·········· .. ····-··----···1---·---·······-···-·················-·---·--·---·-··-··-···············-·········--·---··--·····-· 01 :31 :08 PM I Judge Norton i inquires if this case is still going to trial. 
01 :31 :40 PM! Public Defender - f advises no, there is a change of plea. 
...... --···················-··-· -···r----············---·························------······-···------········--·-·-·--····-,.-·--········-··············--·········-----·--·········--··············-·······--·· 01 :32:30 PM 1 State Attorney - l advises he will plead guilty to Ct's I & Ill as I i charged, open sentencing and standard 
I I terms and Defense free to ask for less, St 
I I will dismiss the remaining allegations and will I I not file an Info Part II. 
i i 
01 :37:07 PM f Judge Norton f questions the Defendant and Counsel for the 
I I Defendant regarding the plea & the plea 
··-··-···························---·-···'····--··········---···-····································-···--............................................... _. __ .. .J ~~ement. ·······-··--······-·-................................ -·--···-.. ·------·--.... - ............ . 01 :39:24 PM I Defendant I is sworn by the Clerk. 
01 :39:40 PM f Judge Norton 1 questions the Defendant regarding the guilty 
.... _ ......................................... -.--i------··-········--·---·-····-········· .......... - ......... --·--···--·--··-···-·······-.. ··-!.Plea. form.·····-·--·-.. ·------··----·····--···· .... - ... .. 01 :44: 19 PM l State Attorney - ! requests to pass this case for a bit. 
01 :44:33 PM f Judge Norton 1 Pass Case. 
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" Jud~e Norton 102215 JaninArsen Penny Tardiff e Courtroom503 
Time Speaker Note 
01 :56:27 PM I I St. v. Anthony Bonilla I j CRFE 15-7022 Pre-Trial 
................. ---········--····-L·······-·························-···-.. ·····························-··-··············································-·-·····-··1 Conference ....... _ Cust -----·-··------·-········-······-····· 01 :56:27 PM! Defendant I Defendant is present in custody. 
02;24: 18 p'"Mf" State Attorney - Jim Vogt f 
0224:25 PM1 Public Defender - Craig Steveley I ·····------·········-····-····· 
02:24:28 PM1Judge Norton f advises the plea agreement is going to be 
I i amended in that the Def can reserve his right i i to appeal on the Motion to Suppress. 
··········-···-····················-·····...l··················----·······--··················------·-- ··········-····--·-·-·-L·-········--·····--·-···········-··---········---·-·----·--·-·--·---·-·········--····-······ 02:24:49 PM I State Attorney - 1 advises that is correct and they have 
···-········-·······························--1·--.. ··········---·--·--···· .. ····-·-····-··········-----··-················-----···············-··I· stipulated. to that.···························-···················································-·-····-······· 02:25:01 PM j Public Defender - j gave the Court a copy of a stipulation to that. 
i : 
02:25:07 PM rJudge Norton j questions the Defendant and Counsel for the 
j i Defendant further regarding the plea & the 
·······---··················--·······..L·················-··--·----·····································-···············--·····-··············---···· ! new plea. agreement. ----------···--···-·· 02:29:05 PM 1 State Attorney - i comments. 
___ ,.:...... ..: ........... --;.-.. - ... -.......................... .. ................ _,,,,-.... , ...................................................... ,,t .............. --............. ____ , ........... ,_, .................................................................................. - ....... - ...... . 
02:29:59 PM! Judge Norton 1 comments. 
02:30:03 · Public Defender - 1 comments. 
02:30:25 PM I Judge Norton f questions the Defendant further. 
02:30:52 PM f Public Defender - J advises there are a total of 7 counts and the 
···············-------···············1-·············-·--"···············--·······-··················-····················"··-················-···--·-·-i.state is dismissing 5 of. them. -·······-····--····-····· 02:31 :30 PM I Judge Norton I reviews the elements of the offenses with the 
i I Defendant. 
.P?i34:.~.§,f ~ J Defendant ·············-················-····-.. ········································--·..J.Pleads guilty. -----------.. ----·····--·-···--·····--· 02:34:39 PM 1 Judge Norton i finds factual basis and accepts the 
···--·································-..l.··-·-.. ········-·--···················---·-···---------············--·.J Defendant'..!_mJilty_pjeas. -··-·········---···············-·········-····· 
.. 02,..;,_34:.q!Pty1J Judge Norton -······--······································································--·-_j vacates the.Jury Trial .set.for Nov. __ 2nd ····-····· 
02:35:17 PMjJudge Norton jorders an updated PSI and as/a evaluation 
j j and waives a mental health evaluation and 
I ! continues the matter to Dec. 10 at 10:00 for 
············-···-·····-·-········L·········-·····················-.. --···················-························-·····································.i.sentenci.!J.9 . .-............. _ ....... -................................. _ .............................. --.···-······· 
02:38:40 PM i Public Defender - I requests to argue bond. 
02:38:44 ' -r-Judge Norton f inquires. 
02:38:46 PM State Attorney - 1 has no objection to argument. 
02=;=38:52 PM I Public Defender - l argues a Motion for Bond Reduction. 
· ~~~~·;~ :·ffi ~~~~~ :~~der-=···········--·-·············-··-·····--·-··········--l~:~~:~:~~·-········------··-·-·-·······-·-··--·---·--··--····--·-······ 
z ........ , .. __ ................... : ... + .. ·-~-.............. .., .... _ .. ____ ....................................................................................... ; ................. _..-............ --......... , .. _,_ ............................................................................. -, ......... - .... - .. - ..... .. 
02:40:38 PM i State Attorney - ! argues in opposition to a bond reduction. 
02:42:49 PM Judge Norton comments and will not reduce the bond 
further. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT'Ijtq :4:ND 
FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA IN AND FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO 
GUILTY PLEA ADVISORY AND FORM (JUDGE LYNN NORTON) 
TO BE FILLED OUT BY TBE DEFENDANT 
Dcfendlant"sName:,411(UO£'i t>~Jltl.{A Sipatun~d~ 
Date: JO ~If~-""' CaseNwnber: C{l.f{k- j,;--?O!J-.2... 
Age: 3 / Date of Birth: 
Nature of Charge(s): Minimwn & Maximum Possible Penalty: 
STATEMENT OF RIGHTS & EXPLANATION OF WAIVERS BY PLEA OF GUILTY 
(PLEASE INITIAL EACH RESPONSE) 
l. You have the right to remain silent. You do not have to say anything about the 
crime(s) you are accused of committing. If you choose to have a trial, the State 
cannot require you to testify. If you do decide to testify, however, the State will be 
permitted to ask you questions on cross examination and anything you say can be 
used as evidence against you in court. 
I understand thf t)3y pleading guilty I am waiving my right to remain silent before and 
during trial. .4,2.__. 
2. The waiver of your right to remain silent only applies to your plea of guilty to the 
crime(s) in this case. Even after pleading guilty, you will still have the right to refuse 
to answer any question or to provide any information that might tend to show you 
committed some other crime(s). You can also refuse to answer or provide any 
information that might tend to increase the punishment for the crime(s) to which you 
are pleading $uilty. 
I understand t~at by pleading guilty to the crime(s) in this case, I still have the right to 
remain silent ,, with respect to any other crime( s) and with respee_; JP answering 
questions or p~viding information that may increase my sentence. dP . 
l ' 
Norton Guilty Plea Form Pap I on 
RIIWUll l/5/Jl 
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3. You have tbe right to be represented by an attorney. If you want an attorney and 
cannot ~)J for one, you can ask the judge for an attorney who will be paid by the 
county. f'!f:; . 
4. You are presumed to be innocent. You would be found guilty if: 1) you plead guilty 
in front of the judge, or 2) you are found guilty at a jury trial. 
~erst~d. that by pleading guilty I am waiving my right to be presumed innocent. 
S. You have the right to a speedy and public jury trial. A jury trial is a court hearing to 
determine whether you are guilty or not guilty of the charge(s) brought against you. 
In a jury trial. you have the right to present evidence in your defense and to testify in 
your o~n defense. The state must convince each and every one of the jurors of your 
guilt beyond'a reasonable doubt. 
I unde~d.that by pleading guilty I am waiving my right to a speedy and public jury 
trial. . . 
. 
6. You have the right to confront the witnesses called against you. This occurs during a 
jury trial where the state must prove its case by calling witnesses to testify under oath 
in front of y0u. the jury, and your attorney. Your attorney could then cross-examine 
( question) each witness. You could also call your own witnesses of your choosing to 
testify concerning your guilt or innocence. If you do not have the funds to bring 
those witnesses to court, the state will pay the cost of bringing your witnesses to 
court. 
I understand that by pleading guilty, lam waiving my right to confront the witnesses 
against ~,bpresent witnesses on my own behalf and to present evidence in my 
defense. . 
7. The State has the burden of proving you guiJty beyond a reasonable doubt. 
I understand that by pleading guilty, I am w.Ji!!ng my right to require the State to 
prove my guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. /1.Y . 
! 
QUESTIONS REGARD.ING PLEA 
(Please answer every question. If you do not understand a question consult your 
attorney before answering.) 
1. Do you read and write the English language? 
If not, have you been provided with an interpreter to 
help you fill out this form? 
Norton Guilty Plea Form 
PLEASE CIRCLE ONE 
@No 
YES NO(§:) 
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l. What is your true and legal name? (\cl{\-xfJ~ ~~ Bt;rJtu.A 
3. What was the highest grade you completed? /ij t/f:S \-\ (6-H ~Cl-*:nL D 1>1.J:Jr{\A 
. PL.US Z. '1C..S c.ou.--Eb E:'" 
If you did not complete high school, have you received either a GED or HSE? 
YES No@ 
4. Are you currently under the care of a mental health professional? YES ~ 
If you answered "yes:' what is the mental health professionaPs name? ____ _ 
S. Have you ever been diagnosed with a mental health disorder? YES~ 
If you answered "yest what was the diagnosis and when was it made? 
6. Are you currently prescribed any medication? YES~ 
If you answered "yes," what medications are your taking at this time? -----
If you answered "yes/' have you taken your prescription medication during~ 
24 hours? YES N~ 
7. In the last 2~ hours, have you taken any medications or drugs, INCLUDING over the 
counter drugs, or drunk any alcoholic beverages? 
YES &) 
If"yes." what have you taken? _________________ _ 
Do you believe this affects your abiHty to understand these questions, and make a 
reasoned and informed decision in this case? YES NO @ 
8. Is there any other reason that you would be unable to make a reasoned an~rmed 
decision in this case? YES 
If .. yes," what is the reason? _________________ _ 
9. Is your guilty plea the result of a plea agreement? @No 
If you answeted "yes." what are the terms of that plea agreement? (If available, a 
written plea agreement should be at.tac u "Addendum 'A"')--------
t,( q t4t.lc O zz;: . 
Norton Guilty Plea For• 
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10. There are two types of plea agreements. Please initial the ONE paragraph below 
which describes the type of plea you are entering: 
a. I Wlderstand that the court is NOT bound by the plea agreement or any 
sentencing recommendations. and may impose any sentence 
authorized by law, including the maximum sentence stated above. 
Because the court is not bound by the agreement, if the district court 
chooses not to follow the:!ement, I will not have the right to 
withdraw my guilty pJea. AQ . 
b. I understand that my plea agreement is a binding plea agreement This 
means that if the district court does not impose the specific sentence as 
recommended by both parties, I will be allowed to withdraw my plea 
of guilty pursuant to Rule 11 ( d)( 4) of the Idaho Criminal Rules and 
proceed to a jury trial. __ _ 
l l. As a term of your plea agreement, are you pleading guilty to m~ one crime? 
~NO 
If you answered "yes," do you understand that your sentence for each crime could be 
ordered to be served either concurrently ( at the same time) or co~ly ( one after 
the other)? ~ NO NIA 
12. Is this a conditional guilty plea in which you are reserving yo~ 
pre-trial issues? ~
If you answered "yes," on which issue are you reserving the right to appeal? 
~\ ~. C."'t-rl-<A-t v?6 '!-1:fd.k ~!> 'tr-~.,..-') -:m $.t,~S 
13, Have you waived your right to appeal your judgment of conviction as ~our 
plea agreement? YES ~ 
14. Have any other promises been made to you which have influenced your ~n to 
plead guilty? YES ~ 
If you answered "yest what are those promises? 
15. Do you feel rp, u have had sufficient time to discuss your case w~·th y. . mey? 
i NO 
i 
16. Have you told your attorney everything you know about the crime? ES NO 
Norton Gailty Plea For$ Pap4ot8 
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17. Is there anything you have requested your attorney to do that has ~n done? 
~ NO 
If you answered ''yes," please explain. ::t; 'j) •v P<'¥- C' \i ~J?ILNI::\/ f1-J 
~ :ir.:~ s,~ :').\J\:.<,'"~N') 1> vt-11,tti m':\ SM"?i'tt~l?l\l 1:1t1¥:'Nta B....tt. ~ 
18. Your attorney can get various items from the prosecutor relating to your case. This 
may include police reports, witness statements, tape recordings. photographs, reports 
of scientific testing, etc. This is called discovery. Have you rev~e evidence 
provided to your attorney during discovery? ~ NO 
19. Are there any witnesses who could show your innocence? YES @ 
If you answered "yes," have you told your attorney who those witnesses are? !'C:) 
YES NO~ 
20. Do you understand that by pleading guilty you waive any defe~ factual and 
legal, that you believe you may have in this case? ~ NO 
21. Are there any motions or other requests for relief that you believe should s~filed 
in this case? YES c;;J/ 
If you answered "yes," what motions or requests? ___________ _ 
22. Do you understand that if you enter an unconditional guilty plea in this case you will 
not be able to challenge any rulings that came before the guilty plea including: 
1) any searches or seizures that occurred in your case, 
2) any issues concerning the method or manner of your arrest, mJS! 
3) any issues about any statements you may have ent? 
23. Do you understand that when you plead guilty, you are e truth of each 
and every aJlegation contained in the charge(s) to which you plead~ 
. ~ NO 
24. Are you curr~mtly on probation or parole? YES @ 
lf you answered "yes," do you unders.tand that a plea of guilty in this case could be 
the basis ofa violation of that probation or parole and additional punishment? ~ 
YES NO~ 
Norton Guilty Plea For11 · P11eSof8 
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25. As a result of your plea in this case. have you been advised that you may be required 
pay restitution to any victim in this case pursuant to I.C. §19-5304?~ 
~NO 
lf"yes." to whom? JlPF! i?f. -:CM/lo 
26. As a result of your plea in this case, have you been advised that you may be required 
to pay restit1,1. tion to any other party as a condition of your plea agreement?~ 
YES~ 
If "yes." to whom? 
------·----------------
27. As a result·•. of your plea in this case, will you be required t~e costs of 
prosecution and investigation? (I.C. § 37-2732(k)) ~ NO 
28. As a result of your plea in this case, will you be required to submit a DNA sample 
and a right tnumbprint impression to the state? (I.C. § 19-S506) ~
~NO 
29. As a result of your plea in this case, can the court impose a fine for a crime of 
violence of up to SS.000, payable to the victim of the c[i~? (I.C. § 19-5307) 
VES@ 
30. As a result of your plea in this case. is there a mandatory drive~cense 
suspension? VES ~ 
If "yes ... for how Jong must your license be suspended? --------
::.>"~-~~of your plea in this case, is there a mandatory domestic violence, 
bu , or alcohol evaluation? (I.C. §§ 18-91 S(7)(a), 18-8005(11 ), 37-
~ NO 
32. As a result of your plea in this case. may the court order a psychosexual eval 
(I.C. §§ 18-8316. 18·8318) S 0 
34. A. s a result of·. your plea in this case. will you be required to register as a se~der? 
(l.C. § 18-8304) YES 
If you answered "yes" to this question. do you understand that if you are found guilty 
or plead guil~y to another charge that requires you to register as a sex offender in the 
future, you QOuld be charged in the new crime under I.C. § 19-2:5200 requiring a 
mandatory sentence of fifteen ( 15) years to run consecutive to any other sentence _ 
imposed by the court? VES NO ·(&P 
35. Have you discussed with your attorney the fact the Court may order a pre-sentence 
investigation, psychosexual evaluation, anger evaluation and/or domestic violence 
Norton Guilty Plea For'1 Elmore Page6of8 
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evaluation a,id that anything you say during any of those examina~· .· ay be used 
against you in sentencing? ES NO 
Has your attorney explained that you have a constitutional right o remain silent 
during that examination hut that you may give up that right and participate in that 
examination? ~· 
YES NO 
Did your attorney explain that only you can make the decision to . . . that right to 
remain silent during that examination? ·. NO 
36. Do you understand that if the Court orders a presentence investigation report you 
shall he ordered to pay an amount to be detennined by the Dep~f Correction 
nottoexceed$JOO? (LC.§ 19-2516) ~ NO 
37. Do you understand that by pleading guilty to a felony. you run the risk that if you 
have new feto .. ny charges in 1he future, you could be charged as a~ Violator? 
(LC.§ 19-2514) ES NO 
Do you understand that if you are convicted as a Persistent Violator, the court in that 
new case could sentence you to an enhanced sentence which ~"include life 
imprisonment? ~ NO 
38. Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony. you will lose your right to vote 
in Idaho during the period of your sentence? (Io. CoNST. art. 6, §~ 
YE NO 
39. Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony, you will lo ·. our right to hold 
public office in Idaho during the period of your sentence? (ID. Co~6, § 3) 
~NO 
40. Do you und~stand that if you plead guilty to a felony, you will lose your right to 
perfonn jury service in Idaho during the period of your sentence? ~ONST. art. 6, 
§ 3) · (!P"' NO 
41. Do you unde .. rstand that if you plead guilty to a felony you ~our right to 
purchase. possess, or carry firearms? (LC. § 18-310)  NO 
42. Do you widerstand that no one, includilfg your attorney. can forc~plead guilty 
in this case? ES NO 
43. Are you pleading guilty freely and volwitarily? ~ NO 
44. Are you plead· .. ing guilty because you committed the acts alleged ~nnation or 
indictment? •  NO 
45. If you were provided with an interpreter to help you fill out this form, have you had 
any trouble ~derstanding your interpreter? YES N~ 
Norton Guilty Plea Forl)t Page 7 of8 
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46. Has any person (including a law enforcement officer or police office) threatened you 
or done anything to make you enter this plea against your win? ~ \.:7 NO 
If your answer is "yes," what threats have been made and -by whom? 
PJZ:>S6c,vT:i1LS 1tm£rrr'ftJD tnE VVITN f{5!l6JStArJ, l/1Dl-/lf?rl. ~,zr -tr) 
47. Qtber than in the plea agreement, has any person promised you that you will 
receive any special sentence, reward, favorable treatment, or leniency w~'th ard to 
the plea you are about to enter? YES NO 
If your answer is "yes," what promises have been made and whom? 
48. Do you understand that the only person who can promise what~nce you will 
actually receive is the Judge? ~ NO 
49. Are you satisfied with your attorney? @) NO 
SO. Have you answered all questions on this Questionnaire truthfully ~f your own 
freewill? ~ NO 
51. Have you had any trouble answering any of the questions in this fonn ~ 
could not wgrk out by discussing the issue with your attQmey? YES ~ 
52. IF YOU ARE NOT A CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATE§, do you understand 
that by pleading guilty you could be deported or removed from the United States, lose 
your ability to obtain legal status in the United States, or be denied an applicati~ 
United States citizenship? YES NO~ 
53. Do you swear under penalty of perjury that your answers to t~uestions are 
true and correct? ~ NO 
I have answered the questions on pages 1-8 of this Guilty Plea Advisory fonn truthfully. I 
understand all of the questions and answers herein, have discussed each question and answer 
with my attorney, and have completed this fonn freely and voluntarily. Furthermore. no one 
has threatened me to do so. 
Dated this 'Z...- I 
~ 
day of E7 c Tofi'r.JZ • 20 l'l, 
-D~ 
I hereby acknowledge that I have discussed. in detail, the foregoing questions and answers 
with my client. 
Norton Guilty Plea For,n hge8of8 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRAIG A. STEVELEY, ISB #4131 
Deputy Public Defender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
• 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
STIPULATION TO ENTER 
CONDITIONAL PLEA OF GUILTY vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
The parties above-named, by and through undersigned counsel, come now and hereby 
stipulate and agree, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule l l(a)(2), to the following: 
1) 
2) 
3) 
Defendant 
With approval of the Court, the defendant shall enter a conditional plea of 
"guilty" in the above-entitled case number. 
The defendant's conditional plea of "guilty" shall reserve in writing the 
right, on appeal from judgment, to review the Court's adverse ruling on 
the defendant's Motion to Suppress October 13, 2015. 
If the defendant prevails on appeal, the defendant shall be allowed to 
withdraw his conditional plea of "guilty" pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 
l l(a)(2). 
this '). :L_ day of October 2015. 
CRAIG A.S VEEY 
Attorney for Defendant 
STIPULATION TO ENTER CONDITIONAL PLEA OF GUILTY 
000121
-
· · Judge Norton 121015 Janine Korsen Penny Tardiff - 1A-CRT503 
i St. v. Anthony Bonilla 
I I CRFE15-7022 Sentencing 
i I Cust . 
..... ------------+-;--·--·-·-·-·"""""""""""""""----······-·····-····-"""-·····-.. t··-··-···············-·--·-· .. ·--.. -·--·--·····-·--·-·-·---------.. ·····----.. ···-.. ---·-11 :51 :3 AM I Defendant ! Defendant is present in custody. 
11·:51·: · A ·-f state Attorney - James ·vogt ........ r··--·-............ -.... -.... -... ----·-.. ·-·-.. -·-···----·----............ _, ________ _ 
11 :51. :41 AMh=>ublic Defender - Craig ___ ............ + ............. _ ............ _ ... _ ..  .... -..................... _._. · ·----·--·--.. --.. ---......... .. 
1Steveley i 
11 :51 :4i""AW Judge Norto~n ·--.................. -....................... l reviews· the file and the PSI report' and the _____ ....... . 
I : 
i i letters. 
·-""'""""""' g---::-:+-;;--·---··""""_" __ '""'"-·"-""""-""---·-·-"'""''""'""""""""" ____ ,, ... ,_ .......... ____ , __ ,_, ______ ,_,., ..... - ............ _,,_ ... , __ ,_, ....  
11 :53:4 AM State Attorney - I has no objection to the letters. 
-·-----~ ___ J_ .. ____ ...... _ .......... -............ ---............................... ~ ............... _ .. _,,_,, ....................................................................... _ .. _____ ,,_,,_,,_,, .......... .. 
11:54:1$ AMI Judge Norton I reviews the PSI further . 
• _ ... , ............ - ....... , ... _......,,..,.~ .. -·-·• .. ••••N••• .. -• .. , .... aoo,, ...... - ... , ........... , .... , .... _ ..... ,,.. .. ,,,u+•••,..•uooH ... ,o_, .... , .... ,, ......... ,_,_,,_,., ....... , ........ , ..... _ .. ,, ...... , ........ , .. - .. ,,,0,ooM ...... ,...,,.,.,_,, .. , ... , .... ,,,.. .... , ... .. 
11 :54:35 AM I Public Defender - ! advises of two errors on the PSI report. 
11 :55:§4 AMT State Attorney -.... -......................................... T submits an· Order for .. Restitution for ·$1552.00 _ .... _. 
i i 
__ ,,,,,,_, ___ ... ______ .. 4-.... --- ....... - .................. --................................ _ ... , ....................................... _ ................ _, ____ , _______ ._ .. _________ ............. _ .. 
11 :56:1J.AMJ.:ludge Norton ............................................ ..Jinquires. if objection._ ................................................................ _ ...... ·. " 
11 :56: 1 ffl AM I Public Defender - I has no objection to that amount. 
. . ................. --·-~----·-···-·-·---.. ,-...................... _____ .. , ___ ......... -........................................... --.----·---.. ----·---·-·-"'"'"-"""""""""""'""""" ....... . 
11 :56:2? AM I State Attorney - I argues sentencing, recommending 3+12 
I ! imposed, fine iri Ct's discretion, and PD 
i ! reimbursement. 
.......... -·-·-----·-...... L..,-----·--.......................................... _ ... _ ................... i, .. ___ ,_,_ ........... _ ... ____ ................................................ _ .. _ .... _, ____ .. __ _ 
12:00:39 PMI Public Defender~ I argues sentencing, requesting 1+3 and 
' I I b t' ! i pro a ion .. 
................ -........ ;. ....... --'---·--·-·-....................... ---............ _,_ .. _______ ...... +--·-................................. --,-·---.. --.-· .... -,.--..................... _ .................... --... -.. 
12:03:1iPMt Defendant I makes a statement on his own behalf. 
· 12:06:41 FMf:iudge Norton·-·-· .. --...... _ ......................... -.. 1 comments and enters a JOC on the "pcs ··--........ .. 
! l w/lntent to Delivet: charge of 2+8 and on Ct Ill, 2 l I +3, to run concurrently with each other, court 
! l costs, restitution of $1552.00, PD I j reimbursement of $1,000, the Defendant must 
I I pay up to $100 for the PSI fee and the I I Defendant must provide a DNA sample & a right 
I ! thumbprint & pay $100 restitution for that 
I i sample and will waive a fine and gives credit for 
I l 207 days served. 
I < 
! ! 
I · i 
·-··---·--···,_ . ..,...,._.~ ___ ............ --··-·-· .. ··--....... _ .................... _ ........................................... -.......................... _ .. __ .... - .................. -.. .............. .-.................................. . 
12: 11 :21 PM I Judge Norton ! a~vi~es the Defendant of the right to appeal 
i i within 42 days. 
12/10/2015 1 of 1 
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DEC 1 ~ 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH 
By SHARY AB , Cle 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRlffltOtpn" 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Case No. CRFE-2015-0007022 
11 ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, JUDGMENT & COMMITMENT 
12 
13 
14 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
SSN:
DOB
Defendant. 
On the 10th day of December 2015, before the Honorable Lynn G. Norton, District 
Judge, personally appeared James Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for the County of Ada, 
State ofldaho, and the Defendant with his attorney, Craig Steveley, for the pronouncement 
of judgment in this case. 
The Defendant has been convicted upon a plea of guilty to the offenses of COUNT I: 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE WITH THE INTENT TO DELIVER, 
FELONY, I.C. § 37-2732(a) and COUNT III: UNLAWFUL POSSESSION OF A 
FIREARM, FELONY, I.C. § 18-3316 of the Information (Counts II, IV, V, VI and VII 
having been dismissed pursuant to plea agreement). The Court asked the Defendant ifhe had 
any legal cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced against him. No objection 
was made by either the State or the Defense to the entry of judgment. 
1 
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IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED that the Defendant is guilty as charged and convicted; 
that the offense for which the Defendant is adjudged guilty herein was committed on or about 
May 18, 2015. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the Defendant is sentenced, pursuant to Idaho Code 
§ 19-2513, to the custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction to be held and incarcerated 
by said Board in a suitable place for a period of time as follows: 
COUNT I: 
For a minimum fixed and determinate period of confinement of two (2) years; with 
the fixed minimum period followed by an indeterminate period of custody of up to eight (8) 
years, for a total term not to exceed ten (10) years, and 
COUNT III: 
For a minimum fixed and determinate period of confinement of two (2) years; with 
the fixed minimum period followed by an indeterminate period of custody ofup to three (3) 
years, for a total term not to exceed five (5) years, said terms to run concurrently with each 
other, and said terms to commence immediately. 
Pursuant to Idaho Code § 18-309, the Defendant shall be given credit for the time 
already served in this case in the amount of two hundred seven (207) days. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant shall pay up to one hundred dollars 
($100.00) for Presentence Investigation Report fees, pursuant to LC. §19-2516; restitution for 
DNA analysis, pursuant to LC. § 19-5506(7), in the amount of one hundred dollars ($100.00); 
restitution in the amount of one thousand five hundred fifty-two dollars ($1,552.00), and 
shall remit court costs on Count I, of seventeen and 50/100 dollars ($17 .50); Criminal Justice 
29 
Fee often dollars ($10.00); P.O.S.T. Fee of fifteen dollars ($15.00); Victim Notification Fee 
(VINE), pursuant to LC. §31-3204, in the amount of fifteen dollars ($15.00); !STARS Fee of 
2 
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1 ten dollars ($10.00); Peace Officer Temporary Disability Fee of three dollars ($3.00); Victim's 
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29 
Compensation Fund in the amount of seventy-five dollars ($75.00); Drug Hotline Fee, pursuant 
to LC. §37-2735A, in the amount often dollars ($10.00); Domestic Violence Fee of thirty 
dollars ($30.00); Public Defender Reimbursement Fee, pursuant to LC. § 19-854( c ), in the 
amount of one thousand dollars dollars ($1,000.00); and Emergency Surcharge Fee of one 
hundred dollars ($100.00), and on Count III, Defendant shall pay court costs of seventeen and 
50/100 dollars ($17.50); Criminal Justice Fee often dollars ($10.00); P.O.S.T. Fee of fifteen 
dollars ($15.00); Victim Notification Fee (VINE), pursuant to LC. §31-3204, in the amount 
of fifteen dollars ($15.00); !STARS Fee often dollars ($10.00); Peace Officer Temporary 
Disability Fee of three dollars ($3.00); Victim's Compensation Fund in the amount of seventy-
five dollars ($75.00); and Emergency Surcharge Fee of one hundred dollars ($100.00). 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant shall submit a DNA sample and 
right thumbprint impression to the State of Idaho database, as required under Idaho law. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant be committed to the custody of the 
Sheriff of Ada County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the custody of the Idaho State Board 
of Correction at the Idaho State Penitentiary or other facility within the state designated by 
the State Board of Correction. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this Judgment 
and Commitment to the said Sheriff, which shall serve as the commitment of the Defendant. 
Done in open Court this 10th day of December 2015. 
L~ 
District Judge 
3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this -1.!f!!}ay of December 2015, I mailed (served) a 
true and correct copy of the within instrument to: 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
VIA-EMAIL 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
VIA-EMAIL 
9 ADA COUNTY JAIL 
VIA-EMAIL 
10 
11 DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION 
VIA-EMAIL 
CCD SENTENCING TEAM-DOC 
VIA-EMAIL 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
PROBATION & PAROLE-PSI DEPARTMENT 
VIA-EMAIL 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH 
Clerk of the District Court 
4 
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User: PRPICCAL 
Friday, May 22, 2015 
Ada County Mugshot - Prosecutor's Office 
Photo Taken: 2015-05-18 21 :0 I :49 
Name: BONILLA, ANTHONY ROBERT 
Case#: CR-FE-2015-0007022 
LE Number: 1062663 DOB: SS
Weight: 145 Height: 506 
Drivers License Number: Drivers License State: 
Sex: M Race: W Eye Color: BRO Hair Color: BRO Facial Hair: 
Marks: FOREARM, LEFT 
Scars: 
Tattoos: 
• 
.RE\INST ALLS\InHouse\Crystal\Analyst4\Sheriff\SHF MugshotProsecutor.r~ 
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Jan M. Bennetts 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 West Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
Fax: (208)-287-7709 
e NO., AJL:.; 7 ; 0 9 PIU!~ -
. -·M----
DEC 1 4 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH C 
By SfiAAy ABBOTT ' ler1< 
DePUry 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Anthony Robert Bonilla, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
ORDER FOR RESTITUTION 
AND JUDGMENT 
__________ ) 
WHEREAS, on the Way of 1Ra2dibef· 201S, a Judgment of 
Conviction was entered against the Defendant, Anthony Robert Bonilla; and therefore 
pursuant to Idaho Code §37-2732(k) and based on evidence presented to this Court; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the Defendant, Anthony Robert Bonilla, shall 
make restitution to the victim(s) and/or law enforcement agency(ies) in the following 
amounts of: 
ORDER FOR RESTITUTION AND JUDGMENT (BONILLA/CRFE20150007022), Page I 
000128
ACPO DRUG PROSECUTION RESTITUTION 
DRUG ENFORCEMENT DONATION ACCOUNT 
BCPD ATTN BANDIT 
TOTAL: 
$957.00 
$400.00 
$195.00 
$1,552.00 
Post judgment interest on said restitution amount will accrue from the date of this 
Order and Judgment at the rate specified in Idaho Code §28-22-104. 
FURTHER, pursuant to I.C. 19-5305 this Order may be recorded as a judgment 
against the Defendant, Anthony Robert Bonilla, and the listed victim(s) may execute as 
provided by law for civil judgments. 
FURTHER, it is the responsibility of the Defendant to notify the Restitution 
Department (208-287-7700) if at any time a victim collects by means of the civil judgment. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATEDthismayof ~( 2015. 
ORDER FOR RESTITUTION AND JUDGMENT (BONILLA/CRFE20150007022), Page 2 
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STATEMENT OF COSTS AND 
REQUEST FOR RESTITUTION IN A DRUG CASE 
Defendant: Anthony Robert Bonilla 
Case: CR-FE-2015-0007022 
I, James E. Vogt, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for State of Idaho, County of Ada, 
am aware that the Ada County Prosecutor's Office keeps records regarding the attorney 
time spent prosecuting drug cases in anticipation of submitting a request for restitution 
pursuant to LC. §37-2732(k). I have reviewed the time log in this case, which documents 
the prosecutor time spent prosecuting the above referenced drug case. The Ada County 
Prosecutor's Office spent 6.6 attorney hours at an attorney rate of $145 per hour 
prosecuting this case, not including preparation and argument for the sentencing hearing. 
Pursuant to Idaho Code §37-2732(k), the State requests restitution in the amount of $957. 
Dated this °{ day ofNovember, 2015. 
STATEMENT OF COSTS (BONILLA) Page 1 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant-Appellant 
DEC 1 4 2015 
CRAIG A. STEVELEY, ISB #4131 
Deputy Public Defender 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By SARA MARKLE 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287 -7 400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPUTY 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE CLERK 
OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1) The above-named Appellant appeals against the above-named respondent to 
the Idaho Supreme Court from the final decision and order entered against 
him in the above-entitled action on December 10, 2015, the Honorable Lynn 
G. Norton, District Judge presiding. 
2) That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under, and pursuant to, IAR 11(c)(1-10). 
3) A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the Appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal 
shall not prevent the Appellant from asserting other issues on appeal are: 
a) Did the district court err when it denied Defendant's motion to suppress 
on October 13, 2015? 
b) Did the district court abuse its discretion by imposing a ten-year prison 
sentence with the first two years fixed? 
4) There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record that 
is sealed is the pre-sentence investigation report (PSI). 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 1 
000131
e 
5) Reporter's Transcript. The Appellant requests the preparation of the entire 
reporter's standard transcript as defined by IAR 25(d). The Appellant also 
requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's transcript: 
a) Pretrial Conference hearing held October 8, 2015 (Court Reporter: Penny 
Tardiff. Estimated pages: 100). 
b) Sentencing hearing held December 10, 2015 (Court Reporter: Penny 
Tardiff. Estimated pages: 100). 
6) Clerk's Record. The Appellant requests the standard clerk's record pursuant 
to IAR 28(b)(2). In addition to those documents automatically included under 
IAR 28(b)(2), Appellant also requests that any exhibits, including but not 
limited to letters or victim impact statements, addenda to the PSI, or other 
items offered at the sentencing hearing be included in the Clerk's Record. 
7) I certify: 
a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the Court 
Reporter(s) mentioned in paragraph 5 above. 
b) That the Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the Appellant is indigent. (1.C. §§ 31-
3220, 31-3220A, IAR 24(e)). 
c) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a criminal 
case (I.C. §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, IAR 23(a)(8)). 
d) Ada County will be responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, 
as the client is indigent (I.C. §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, IAR 24(e)). 
e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to IAR 20. 
DATED this /Lf-1''/I day of December 2015. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this it.\ day of December 2015, I mailed (served) a 
true and correct copy of the within instrument to: 
Idaho Attorney General 
Criminal Division 
Joe R. Williams Bldg., 4th Fir. 
Statehouse Mail 
Idaho Appellate Public Defender 
3050 North Lake Harbor Lane, Suite 100 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
Penny Tardiff 
Court Reporter 
Interdepartmental Mail 
James E. Vogt 
Ada County Prosecutor's Office 
Interdepartmental Mail 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 3 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant DEC 1 't 2015 ' 
CRAIG A. STEVELEY, ISB #4131 
Deputy Public Defender 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By SARA MARKLE 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPUTY 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
OF SENTENCE 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, the defendant above-named, by and 
through counsel CRAIG A. STEVELEY, Ada County Public Defender's Office, and moves this 
Honorable Court pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35, for its reconsideration of sentence imposed 
December 10, 2015. 
DATED, this _l_4_ day of December 2015. 
CRAIG A.S'fELEY 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on the 14 day of December 2015, I mailed (served) a 
true and correct copy of the within instrument to JAMES E. VOGT, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney. 
Quincy K. Harris 
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF SENTENCE 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant-Appellant 
CRAIG A. STEVELEY, ISB #4131 
Deputy Public Defender 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
e 
NO·---._..,.,,........,..._., __ 
FILED g;so 
A.M. ____ P.M . ....,~--....=.--
DEC 1 8 2015 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By JANINE KORSEN 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER ON 
DIRECT APPEAL 
Defendant has elected to pursue a direct appeal in the above-entitled matter. 
Defendant being indigent and having heretofore been represented by the Ada County 
Public Defender's office in the District Court, the Court finds that, under these 
circumstances, appointment of appellate counsel is justified. The Idaho State Appellate 
Public Defender shall be appointed to represent the above-named Defendant in all 
matters pertaining to the direct appeal.. ,...t--
SO ORDERED AND DATED this Jji' day of December 2015. 
Lyn~ 
District Judge 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER ON DIRECT APPEAL 1 
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JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 West Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
e 
NO. < :::<:: Jt\. ( 7"°" FiLED 
A.M--,../'4-----P.M .. ___ _ 
DEC 1 8 2015 
CHRcSTOPHER D. E:CH, C!er:,; 
B1 ARIC SHAc!l"C 
C!:PUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
___________ ) 
Case No. CR-FE-2015-0007022 
STATE'S OPPOSITION TO ,/ 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION OF 
SENTENCE, ICR 35 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, by and through James E. Vogt, Ada County Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney, opposes the Defendant's Motion for Reconsideration of Sentence. The 
Defendant has not cited any legally sufficient reason. The State urges the Court to deny the 
Defendant's motion; however, if the Court does not deny the Defendant's Motion on the pleadings, 
then the State respectfully requests a hearing in the matter. 
DATED this /.l_ day of December, 2015. 
JAN M. BENNETTS 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
y: James E. Vogt 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF 
SENTENCE, ICR 35 (BONILLA), Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this { f1i1.day of December, 2015, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing State's Opposition to Defendant's Motion for Reconsideration of Sentence, 
ICR 35, was served upon the individual in the manner noted: Craig Steveley, Ada County Public 
Defender, 200 W. Front Street, Room 1107, Boise, Idaho 83702 
o By depositing copies of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, first class. 
o By Hand Delivering said document to defense counsel. 
~ ~y emailing a copy of said document to defense counsel. 
~ By depositing copies of the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
o By informing the office of said individual(s) that said copies were available for pickup at 
the Office of the Ada County Prosecutor. 
o By faxing copies of the same to said attomey(s) at the facsimile number:_ 
Legal Assistant 
STATE'S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF 
SENTENCE, ICR 35 (BONILLA), Page 2 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAH~.M: 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
Supreme Court Docket 
43805 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on January 26, 2016, I 
, lodged a transcript 76 pages in length for the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of 
Ada County in the Fourth Judicial District. 
~ ' . ' 
1~{.1~ 
(Sigriafue of Reporter) 
Penny L. Tardiff, CSR 
1-26-2016 
Hearing Dates: October 8 & December 10, 2015 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court Case No. 43805 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of 
the State ofldaho in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify: 
There were no exhibits offered for identification or admitted into evidence during the 
course of this action. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the following documents will be submitted as 
CONFIDENTIAL EXHIBITS to the Record: 
1. Presentence Investigation Report. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the following documents will be submitted as EXHIBITS to 
the Record: 
1. Transcript of Preliminary Hearing held June 17, 2015, Boise, Idaho, filed July 7, 2015. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 1st day of February, 2016. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
,, .......... , ,,, ,,, 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICJt :'-0~\ClAL 1)10 ,,,, 
.... ) e•••••e V'l'_. ## 
Clerk of the District C'-'1'1~ •• • '.\~ •••• ~ -=:, ~~~. ~~ . ;"\ -
.. . ~~ .~~ -: : -;, . .,-"":) ~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court Case No. 43805 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by either United States Mail or Interdepartmental Mail, one copy of 
the following: 
CLERK'S RECORD AND REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
ANTHONY ROBERT BONILLA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
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